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rules and regulations 

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of which are 
keyed to and codified in the Code of Federal Regulations, which is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed in the first FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of each month. 


Title 7—Agriculture 


CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET- 
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE¬ 
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEGE¬ 
TABLES, NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Pear Reg. 4] 


PART 917— FRESH PEARS, PLUMS, AND 
PEACHES GROWN IN CALIFORNIA 


Limitation of Shipments 


This regulation requires that, during 
the period July 6 through August 19,1974, 
California Bartlett, Max-Red Bartlett, 
and Red Bartlett variety pears shipped 
in Interstate commerce grade at least 
U.S. Combination, with not less than 80 
percent grading at least U.S. No. 1 grade. 
It also requires that such pears be not 
smaller than size 165 as verified by 12- 
pound random samples which must con¬ 
tain not more than 43 pears. Containers 
of all pears, as defined in the marketing 
order, must be marked with the name of 
the variety or, if the variety is not known, 
the words “unknown variety/* The regu¬ 
lation contains essentially the same 
grade and container marking require¬ 
ments as were in effect for the 1973 crop. 
The size requirements differ from 1973 
in that no shipments of size 180 &re per¬ 
mitted and the sampling procedure 
which verifies size 165 or larger has been 
changed to the method mentioned here¬ 
tofore. This regulation supersedes Pear 
Regulation 3 which would have been ef¬ 
fective through July 31, 1974. This regu¬ 
latory action is necessary to assure the 
shipment of only those pears which will 
be of suitable quality and size in the in¬ 
terest of consumers and producers. 

Findings: (1) Pursuant to the market¬ 
ing agreement, as amended, and order 
No. 917, as amended (7 CFR Part 917), 
regulating the handling of fresh pears, 
Plums, and peaches grown in California, 
effective under the applicable provisions 
of the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
674>, and upon the basis of the recom¬ 
mendations of the Pear Commodity Com¬ 
mittee, established under the aforesaid 
amended marketing agreement and or- 
aer, and upon other available informa- 
: on * it is hereby found that the limita- 
uon of shipments of pears, as herein¬ 
after provided, will tend to effectuate 
me declared policy of the act. 

(2) This action reflects the Depart¬ 
ment s appraisal of the need for reg- 
uiation and of the crop and current and 
Prospective market conditions. Ship¬ 


ments of pears from the production area 
are expected to begin on or about July 6, 
1974. The grade and size requirements 
provided herein are designed to prevent 
the handling, on and after July 6, 1974, 
of any pears which do not comply with 
such requirements, so as to provide con¬ 
sumers with good quality fruit, consist¬ 
ent with the overall quality of the crop, 
while improving returns to producers 
pursuant to the declared policy of the act. 
The container marking requirements, in¬ 
cluded herein, are necessary to assure 
that containers are properly marked as 
to variety for inspection identification. 

(3) It is hereby further found that 
It is impracticable, unnecessary, and 
contrary to the public interest to give 
preliminary notice, engage in public rule- 
making procedure, and postpone the ef¬ 
fective date of this regulation until 30 
days after publication thereof in the Fed¬ 
eral Register (5 U.S.C. 553) in that, as 
hereinafter set forth, the time inter¬ 
vening between the date when informa¬ 
tion upon which this regulation Is based 
became available and the time when this 
regulation must become effective in order 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act is insufficient; a reasonable time is 
permitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the provi¬ 
sions hereof effective not later than 
July 6, 1974. A reasonable determination 
as to the supply of, and the demand for, 
such pears must await the development 
of the crop thereof, and adequate infor¬ 
mation thereon was not available to the 
Pear Commodity Committee until June 
25. 1974, on which date an open meeting 
was held, after giving due notice thereof, 
to consider the need for, and the extent 
of, regulation of shipments of such pears. 
Interested persons were afforded an op¬ 
portunity to submit information and 
views at this meeting; the recommenda¬ 
tion and supporting information and reg¬ 
ulation during the period specified herein 
were promptly submitted to the Depart¬ 
ment after such meeting was held; ship¬ 
ments of the current crop of such pears 
are expected to begin on or about the 
effective date hereof; this regulation 
should be applicable to all such ship¬ 
ments in order to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act; the provisions of this 
regulation are identical with the afore¬ 
said recommendation of the committee; 
information concerning such provisions 
and effective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such pears; and com¬ 
pliance with the provisions of this reg¬ 


ulation will not require of handlers any 
preparation therefor which cannot be 
completed by the effective time hereof. 

§ 917.435 Pear Regulation 4. 

Order . (a) Pear Regulation 3 (38 FR 
17182; 38 FR 20843) is hereby terminated 
as of the effective date hereof. 

(b) During the period July 6, 1974, 
through August 19,1974, no handler shall 
ship: 

(1) Bartlett or Max-Red (Max-Red 
Bartlett, Red Bartlett) varieties of pears 
which do not grade at least U.S. Com¬ 
bination, with not less than 80 percent, 
by count, of the pears grading at least 
U.S. No. l; 

(2) Any box or container of Bartlett 
or Max-Red (Max-Red Bartlett, Red 
Bartlett) varieties of pears unless such 
pears are of a size not smaller than the 
size known commercially as size 165; or 

(3) Any box or container of pears of 
any variety unless such box or container 
is stamped or otherwise marked, in plain 
sight and in plain letters, on one outside 
end with the name of the variety, if 
known, or when the variety is not known, 
the words “unknown variety.’* 

(c) Definitions. (1) Terms used in the 
amended marketing agreement and or¬ 
der shall, when used herein, have the 
same meaning as is given to the respec¬ 
tive term in said amended marketing 
agreement and order. 

(21 “Size known commercially as size 
165” means a size of pear that will pack 
a standard pear box, packed in accord¬ 
ance with the specifications of a stand¬ 
ard pack, with 165 pears and that a 12- 
pound random sample, representative of 
the size of the pears in the box or con¬ 
tainer, contains not more than 43 pears. 

(3) “Standard pear box” means the 
container so designated in section 43599 
of the Agricultural Code of California. 

(4) “U.S. No. 1/* “U.S. Combination,” 
and “standard pack” shall have the same 
meaning as when used in the United 
States Standards for Pears (Summer and 
Fall), 7 CFR 51.1260-51.1280. 

(Sees. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: July 1,1974. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Deputy Director , Fruit arid Veg¬ 
etable Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service . 

[PR Doc.74-15464 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 amj 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Title 8—Aliens and Nationality 

CHAPTER I—IMMIGRATION AND NATU¬ 
RALIZATION SERVICE, DEPARTMENT 
OF JUSTICE 

PART 212—DOCUMENTARY REQUIRE¬ 
MENTS: NONIMMIGRANTS; WAIVERS; 
ADMISSION OF CERTAIN INADMISSI¬ 
BLE ALIENS; PAROLE 

Nonimmigrant Documentary Waiver 

Correction 

In FR Doc. No. 74-14849, appearing at 
page 23988 in the issue for Friday, 
June 28, 1974, the effective date appear¬ 
ing in the penultimate paragraph (39 
FR 23989) is corrected to read: “June 28, 
1974.” 


Title 9—Animals and Animal Products 

CHAPTER I—ANIMAL AND PLANT 
HEALTH INSPECTION SERVICE, DE¬ 
PARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER C—INTERSTATE TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION OF ANIMALS (INCLUDING POULTRY) 
AND ANIMAL PRODUCTS; EXTRAORDINARY 
EMERGENCY REGULATION OF INTRASTATE 
ACTIVITIES 

PART 73—SCABIES IN CATTLE 
Area Quarantined 

This amendment quarantines a por¬ 
tion of Sheridan County in Kansas be¬ 
cause of the existence of cattle scabies. 
The restrictions pertaining to the inter¬ 
state movement of cattle from quaran¬ 
tined areas as contained in 9 CFR Part 
73, as amended, will apply to the area 
quarantined. 

Accordingly, 9 CFR Part 73, as 
amended, restricting the interstate 
movement of cattle because of scabies is 
hereby amended as follows; 

In 5 73.1a, a new paragraph (d) re¬ 
lating to the State of Kansas Is added 
to read: 

§ 73.1a Notice of quarantine. 

• • • • • 

(d) Notice is hereby given that cattle 
in certain portions of the State of Kansas 
are affected with scabies, a contagious, 
infectious, and communicable disease; 
and. therefore, the following area in such 
State is hereby quarantined because of 
said disease: 

That portion of Sheridan County com¬ 
prised of section 12, T. 9 S. R. 40 W. 

(Sec. 4-7, 23 Stat. 32. as amended; secs. 1 and 
2. 32 Stat. 791-792, as amended; secs. 1-4, 
33 Stat. 1264, 1265. as amended; secs. 3 and 
11. 76 Stat. 130, 132: 21 U.8.C. 111-113. 116, 
117, 120, 121, 123-126, 134b, 134f; 37 FR 28464, 
28477; 38 FR 19141.) 

Effective date . The foregoing amend¬ 
ment shall become effective July 1, 1974. 

The amendment imposes certain fur¬ 
ther restrictions necessary to prevent the 
interstate spread of cattle scabies and 
must be made effective immediately to 
accomplish Its purpose in the public in¬ 
terest. It does not appear that public 
participation in this rulemaking pro¬ 
ceeding would make additional relevant 
information available to the Depart¬ 
ment. 


Accordingly, under the administrative 
procedure provisions in 5 U.S.C. 553, it is 
found upon good cause that notice and 
other public procedure with respect to 
the amendment are impracticable and 
contrary to the public interest, and good 
cause is found for making it effective less 
than 30 days after publication in the 
Federal Register. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 1st day 
of July 1974. 

J. M. Hejl, 

Deputy Administrator, Veteri¬ 
nary Services, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Serv¬ 
ice . 

fFR Doc.74-15405 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


Title 10—Energy 

CHAPTER I—ATOMIC ENERGY 
COMMISSION 

PART 50—LICENSING OF PRODUCTION 

AND UTILIZATION FACILITIES 

Technical Specifications for Fuel 
Reprocessing Plants 

On May 2, 1973, the Atomic Energy 
Commission published in the Federal 
Register (38 FR 10815) for public com¬ 
ment proposed amendments to 10 CFR 
Part 50 which would specify categories 
of technical specifications for licenses 
for fuel reprocessing plants. Technical 
specifications set forth the specific char¬ 
acteristics of the facility and the condi¬ 
tions for its operation that are required 
to provide protection for the health and 
safety of the public. 

Categories for technical specifications 
applicable to nuclear reactor licenses 
were added to § 50.36 of Part 50 by an 
amendment to that section published on 
December 7,1968. Appropriate categories 
for technical specifications applicable to 
fuel reprocessing plants licenses had not 
at that time been developed. The pro¬ 
posed amendments would add cate¬ 
gories of technical specifications for fuel 
reprocessing plants to 5 50.36 by specific 
provisions in categories (1) “Safety lim¬ 
its, limiting safety system settings, and 
limiting control settings” and (2) “Lim¬ 
iting conditions for operation.” Cate¬ 
gories (3) “Surveillance requirements”, 
(4) “Design features,” and (5) “Admin¬ 
istrative controls” do not require amend¬ 
ment to be applicable to fuel reprocess¬ 
ing plants. 

In addition to the changes In 5 50.36 
to cover fuel reprocessing plants spe¬ 
cifically, a number of minor editorial and 
clarifying changes were proposed. 

All Interested persons were Invited to 
submit comments or suggestions in con¬ 
nection with the proposed amendments 
on or before September 3. 1974. After 
careful consideration of the comments 
received and other factors involved the 
Commission has adopted the amend¬ 
ments in the form set out below. The 
amendments as adopted reflect. In part, 
the suggestions made in the comments. 
The changes from the proposed amend¬ 
ments are as follows: 

1. Section 50.36(c) (1) (!) (B) of the 
proposed rule has been clarified to indi¬ 


cate that the corrective action fco be 
taken when a safety limit is exceeded is 
that action stated in the technical speci¬ 
fication. In addition, the use of this cor¬ 
rective action was made an alternative to 
process shutdown because, in some cases, 
shutdown may not be meaningful as, for 
example, when a safety limit is exceeded 
for a solution contained in a vessel. 

2. Sect i on 50.36(c) (I) (ID (B) has been 
changed to require that the Commission 
be notified if technical specifications on 
limiting control settings are violated. 
This change makes the reporting re¬ 
quirements for violation of technical 
specifications for reprocessing plants 
consistent with those for nuclear power 
reactors. 

Guidance to license applicants for de¬ 
velopment of proposed technical speci¬ 
fications is given In Regulatory Guide 
3.6 “Guide to Content of Technical Speci¬ 
fications for Fuel Reprocessing Plants." 

Concurrently with the publication of 
this amendment the Commission is mak¬ 
ing available to the public its “Environ- 
menta l Im pact Appraisal of Amendment 
to 10 CFR Part 50 Technical Specifica¬ 
tions for Fuel Reprocessing Plants." 
Copies of the “Environmental Impact 
Appraisal of Amendment to 10 CFR 
Part 50 Technical Specifications for Fuel 
Reprocessing Plants” may be obtained by 
writing the UJ3. Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission. Washington, D.C. 20595, Atten¬ 
tion: Director of Regulatory Standards. 

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended, and sections 552 and 
553 of Title 5 of the United States Code, 
the following amendments to Title 10, 
Chapter I, Code of Federal Regulations, 
Part 50 are published as a document sub¬ 
ject to codification. 

In § 50.36, the Introductory portion of 
paragraph (c) and subparagraphs (1) 
and (2) are amended to read as follows: 

§ 50.36 Technical specifications. 

• • * * • • 

(c) Technical specifications will in¬ 
clude items in the following categories: 

(1) Safety limits, limiting safety sys¬ 
tem settings, and limiting control set - 
tings . (i) (A) Safety limits for nuclear 
reactors are limits upon important 
process variables which are found to be 
necessary to reasonably protect the in¬ 
tegrity of certain of the physical bar¬ 
riers which guard against the uncon¬ 
trolled release of radioactivity. If anf 
safety limit is exceeded, the reactor shall 
be shut down. The licensee shall notify 
the Commission, review the matter and 
record the results of the review, includ¬ 
ing the cause of the condition and the 
basis for corrective action taken to pre¬ 
clude reoccurrence. Operation shall not 
be resumed until authorized by die 
Commission. 

(B) Safety limits for fuel reproof¬ 
ing plants are those bounds witnm 
which the process variables must w 
maintained for adequate control of tne 
operation and which must not be ex¬ 
ceeded in order to protect the integiw 
of the physical system which is designea 
to guard against the uncontrolled release 
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of radioactivity. If any safety limit for 
T fuel reprocessing plant is exceeded, 
corrective action shall be taken as stated 
m the technical specification or the af¬ 
fected part of the process, or the entire 
orocess if required, shall be shut down, 
imiess such action would further reduce 
the margin of safety. The licensee shall 
notify the Commission, review the mat¬ 
ter and record the results of the review, 
including the cause of the condition and 
the basis for corrective action taken to 
preclude reoccurrence. If a portion of 
the process or the entire process has been 
shut down, operation shall not be re¬ 
sumed until authorized by the Commis- 

m)(A> Limiting safety system set¬ 
tings for nuclear reactors are settings 
for automatic protective devices related 
to those variables having significant 
safety functions. Where a limiting safety 
system setting is specified for a variable 
on which a safety limit has been placed, 
the setting shall be so chosen that auto¬ 
matic protective action will correct the 
abnormal situation before a safety limit 
is exceeded. If. during operation, the 
automatic safety system does not func¬ 
tion as required, the licensee shall take 
appropriate action, which may include 
shutting down the reactor. He shall no¬ 
tify the Commission, review the matter 
and record the results of the review, in¬ 
cluding the cause of the condition and 
the basis for corrective action taken to 
preclude reoccurrence. 

<B> Limiting control settings for fuel 
reprocessing plants are settings for 
automatic alarm or protective devices 
related to those variables having signifi¬ 
cant safety functions. Where a limiting 
control setting is specified for a variable 
on which a safety limit has been placed, 
the setting shall be so chosen that pro¬ 
tective action, either automatic or man¬ 
ual. will correct the abnormal situation 
before a safety limit Is exceeded. If. dur¬ 
ing operation, the automatic alarm or 
protective devices do not function as re¬ 
quired, the licensee shall take appro¬ 
priate action to maintain the variables 
within the limiting control-setting values 
and to repair promptly the automatic 
devices or to shut down the affected part 
of the process and, if required, to shut 
down the entire process for repair of 
automatic devices. The licensee shall no¬ 
tify the Commission, review the matter, . 
and record the results of the review, in¬ 
cluding the cause of the condition and 
the basis for corrective action taken to 
Preclude reoccurrence. 

( 2 ) Limiting conditions for operation . 
smiting conditions for operation are the 
lowest functional capability or perform¬ 
ance levels of equipment required for 
safe operation of the facility. When a 
hmiUng condition for operation of a nu¬ 
clear reactor is not met, the licensee 
snail shut down the reactor or follow any 
remedial action permitted by the techni¬ 
cal specification until the condition can 
oe met. When a limiting condition for 


operation of any process step in the sys¬ 
tem of a fuel reprocessing plant is not 
met, the licensee shall shut down that 
part of the operation or follow any re¬ 
medial action permitted by the technical 
specification until the condition can be 
met. In the case of either a nuclear reac¬ 
tor or a fuel reprocessing plant, the li¬ 
censee shall notify the Commission, re¬ 
view the matter, and record the results 
of the review, including the cause of the 
condition and the basis for corrective 
action taken to preclude reoccurrence. 

• • • • • 

Effective date. These amendments be¬ 
come effective on August 5,1974. 

(Sec. 161, Pub. L. 83-703. 68 Stat. 948 (42 
U.S.C. 2201)) 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 17th 
day of June, 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission* 

L. Manning Mttntzing, 
Director of Regulation . 

[FR Doc.74-15326 Filed 7-3-74.8:45 amj 


Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL AVIATION AD¬ 
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF 

TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket No. 74-CE-10-AD; Amdt. 39-1892] 

p ART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 
Beech Models B-19 and C-23 Airplanes 

Amendment 39-1683 (38 FR 18243, 
18244), AD 73-14-8. applicable to Beech 
Models B-19 and C-23 airplanes is an 
Airworthiness Directive (AD) which 
prohibits intentional spins and opera¬ 
tion in the Acrobatic category and pro¬ 
vides for appropriate placarding in these 
model aircraft. Subsequent to the is¬ 
suance of AD 73-14-8 the manufacturer 
has developed an improved modification 
kit (Beech spin improvement Kit No. 
23-4007-1 S) which, when installed, will 
permit operation in the Acrobatic Cate¬ 
gory and also authorize intentional spins 
in the Utility Category for those Beech 
Models B-19 and C-23 airplanes which 
were originally approved in these cate¬ 
gories. Since the serial number effec- 
tivity has been changed due to the in¬ 
corporation of the kit design into pro¬ 
duction aircraft and the category of air¬ 
craft requires clarification, a new AD is 
being issued superseding Amendment 
39-1683. AD 73-14-8. 

Since a situation exists which requires 
expeditious adoption of the amendment, 
notice and public procedure hereon are 
impracticable and good cause exists for 
making this amendment effective in less 
than thirty (30) days. 

In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator 14 CFR 11.89 
(31 FR 13697>, § 39.13 of Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations is amended 
by adding the following new AD. 


Beech. Applies to Those Model B-19 (Serial 
Numbers MB-481 Through MR-634 and 
MB-649) and Those Mode! C-23 (Serial 
Numbers M-1286 Through M-1493, Ex¬ 
cept M-1437 and M-1491) Airplanes 
Which Were Originally Approved in the 
Acrobatic Category and Intentional 
Spina in the Utility and Acrobatic 
Categories 

Compliance: Required aa Indicated, unless 
already accomplished. 

To prevent Inflight situations In which 
prompt spin recovery may not be assured, 
accomplish the following: 

(A) Effective Immediately Intentional 
spins in the Utility and Acrobatic Categories 
are prohibited. 

(B) Within the next 20 hours’ time in 
service or ten (10) calendar days, whichever 
conies first, after July 10. 1974, unless already 
accomplished per AD 73-14-8, Amendment 
39-1683. remove all placards pertaining to 
intentional spins and acrobatic flight and 
install in place thereof a placard to be con¬ 
spicuously located on the Instrument panel 
which reads as follows: 

This airplane must be operated as a normal 
or utility category airplane. Intentional spins 
are prohibited. No acrobatic maneuvers ap¬ 
proved except: Chandelles, lacy eighths, steep 
turns, and stalls (except whip stalls). 

(C) To reinstate the acrobatic category for 
those airplanes originally approved in the 
Acrobatic Category and Intentional spins In 
Utility and Acrobatic Categories. Install 
Beech spin Improvement Kit No. 23-4007-1 
S In accordance with instructions contained 
therein, or any equivalent method approved 
by the Chief, Engineering and Manufactur¬ 
ing Branch, Federal Aviation Administration. 
Central Region. Upon Installation of said Kit, 
requirements of Paragraphs (A) and (B) of 
this AD are no longer applicable. 

This AD supersedes AD 73-14-8, 
Amendment 39-1683. 

This amendment becomes effective 
July 10, 1974. 

(Sees. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 (49 UJ3.C. 1354(a), 1421 and 1423); 
sec. 6(c), Department of Transportation Act 
(49 U.S.C. 1655(c)). 

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on 
June 26, 1974. 

George R. La Caille, 

Acting Director , 
Central Region . 

|FR Doc.74-15361 FUed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. 74-OL-lO; Amdt. 39-1891 [ 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Detroit Diesel Allison Model 250-C20 
Engines 

There have been recent failures of the 
first stage turbine wheel in Detroit Diesel 
Allison Model 250-C20 Engines which 
analysis and tests Indicate resulted from 
high temperatures associated with after 
•fires which occurred after shutdown. The 
after fires are caused by incomplete fuel 
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cut-off in the Chandler Evans fuel con¬ 
trol at engine shutdown. Since the con¬ 
dition described here in may exist or 
develop in other engines of this same 
type design, an Airworthiness Directive 
is being issued requiring inspection and 
adjustment of the Chandler Evans fuel 
control to assure proper fuel cut-off at 
engine shutdown. 

Since immediate action is required in 
the interest of safety, compliance with 
the notice and public procedure provi¬ 
sions of the Administrative Procedure 
Act is not practical and good cause exists 
for making this amendment effective in 
less than thirty days. In consideration 
of the foregoing and pursuant to the 
authority delegated to me by the Admin¬ 
istrator (31 FR 13697 and 14 CFR 11.89), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 

Applies to Detroit Diesel Allison Model 250- 
C20 Engines Equipped With Chandler 
Evans Fuel Controls 

Compliance required as indicated. 

To prevent after fires resulting from in¬ 
complete fuel cut-off at engine shutdown, 
unless already accomplished: 

A. Within the next 25 hours’ flight time, 
and at each subsequent change of the fuel 
control or the associated linkage system in¬ 
spect the fuel control rigging to assure that 
the fuel control quadrant reads minus 2* 
with the throttle lever against the minimum 
stop when the twist grip is in the “Fuel Off” 
position. Minus 2 # is 46s inch to the left 
of the 0* mark. If the reading is not minus 
2\ readjust the minimum stop on the fuel 
control to obtain minus 2* on the fuel control 
quadrant as follows: 

1. Turn the minimum stop screw to obtain 
0* on the quadrant with the throttle against 
the stop. 

2. Turn the minimum stop screw out 
(counterclockwise) one-half turn. 

3. Recheck to be sure the pointer is at 
minus 2® when the twist grip is in the “Fuel 
Off” position. 

Note: If after accomplishing the above, 
limitations of the aircraft engine control sys¬ 
tem linkage prevent reaching minus 2", set 
the minimum stop at 0°. 

B. In addition to Part A, within the next 
25 hours’ flight time, accomplish the follow¬ 
ing on Model 250-C20 Engines equipped with 
Chandler Evans fuel controls. Part Numbers 
6875653. 6876967, 6876797, 6877542. 6851386, 
and 6851506 only. This is a one time adjust¬ 
ment and test. 

1. Adjust the cut-off lever link as follows: 

a. If the minimum stop is adjusted to 
minus 2°, turn the nut closest to the throttle 
shaft four flats in the direction to shorten 
the effective length of the link. 

b. If the minimum stop is adjusted to 0% 
turn the nut closest to the throttle shaft 
eight flats in the direction to shorten the 
effective length of the link. 

c. Tighten the nut on the opposite side of 
the cut-off lever bushing to 8-12 in. lb. so 
that the lever bushing is tight between the 
locknuts. 

d. Paint the locknuts and thread area 
around the nuts with red Olyptol or equiva¬ 
lent to Identify the control as having been 
adjusted. 

2. Start the engine and make a short 
ground run; then check the rigging for re¬ 
peatability of the setting (0° or -2«) with 
the twist grip at “Fuel Off’*. 

3. Check the fuel control cut-off valve for 
leakage as follows: 


&. Disconnected the fuel hose from the 
fuel nozzle and place the free end in an 
open container. 

b* Turn on the aircraft switches required 
to provide fuel boost pump pressure to the 
engine and puli the ignition circuit breaker 
or remove the primary wire to the ignition 
exciter to deactivate the ignition system. (In¬ 
sulate the terminal of the primary wire.) 

c. Motor the engine to 10% N. RPM using 
the starter. 

d. If fuel flows from the open line in excess 
of 20 drops per minute with the twist grip at 
“Fuel Off”, replace the fuel control and re¬ 
peat the check before accepting the control. 

e. Reconnect the fuel hose and tighten the 
coupling to 80-120 in. lb. 

Detroit Diesel Allison Commercial Service 
Letter 250-C20 CSL-1023 pertains to this 
subject. 

This amendment is effective July 10, 
1974. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603. Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 (49 US.C, 1354(a), 1421, and 1423); 
sec. 6(c). Department of Transportation Act 
(49 UB.C. 1655(c)). 

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois, on June 
26,1974. 

John M. Cyrocki, 
Director , Great Lakes Region. 

(FR Doc.74-15362 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. 74-80-68; Arndt. 39-1886] 


(b) Within ten hours time in servir* 
after receipt of this airmail letter, install a 
placard on the instrument panel in full view 
of the pilot with the following wording* 
Normal category maximum gross weight- 
2150 pounds, utility category maximum 
weight—1825 pounds. This placard install 
lT 1974 airworthine88 directive issued Jui* 

The letters on the above placard should 
be at least one eighth inch in height and on 
a suitable material which can be expected 
to remain affixed in position and resist 
deterioration. reslst 


uuwumum weignts specified In the 
limitation-section of the PA-28-151 airplane 
flight manual must be changed by appro¬ 
priate entry from 2325 pounds to 2150 
pounds for normal category and from 1950 
pounds to 1825 pounds for utility category 
Note: The forward center of gravity limit 
in normal category operation becomes 851 
inches aft of datum. 


(d) After installation of Piper Kit 760878V 

in accordance with Piper Service Bulletin 
Number 424 or equivalent modification ap¬ 
proved by the Chief, Engineering and Manu¬ 
facturing Branch, FAA, Southern Region, the 
airplane may be operated up to 2325 pounds 
gross weight in the normal category and up 
to 1950 pounds gross weight in the utility 
category. After modification the placard as 
called for in paragraph (b) is to be removed 
and the limitation section of the PA-28-151 
Airplane Flight Manual must reflect maxi¬ 
mum weights of 2325 and 1950 for normal 
and utility categories respectively. 


PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 
Piper PA-28-151 Airplanes 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (FR 13697) 
an airworthiness directive was adopted 
on June 12, 1974 and further amended 
on June 19, 1974, and made effective im¬ 
mediately as to all known United States 
operators of Piper PA-28-151 airplanes. 
The directive requires that the maximum 
gross weight be reduced from 2325 to 
2150 pounds for normal category and 
from 1950 to 1825 pounds for utility cate¬ 
gory since the positive structural margin 
of safety was found to be 1.43 times limit 
design loads rather than the required 
1.50. 

Since it was found that immediate 
corrective action was required, notice 
and public procedure thereon was im¬ 
practicable and contrary to the public 
interest and good cause existed for mak¬ 
ing the airworthiness directive effective 
immediately as to all known U.S. opera¬ 
tors of Piper PA-28-151 airplanes by in¬ 
dividual airmail letters dated June 12, 
1974 and June 19, 1974. These conditions 
still exist and the airworthiness direc¬ 
tive is hereby published in the Federal 
Register as an amendment to § 39.13 of 
Part 39 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions to make it effective as to all per¬ 
sons. 

Piper. Applies to Piper PA-28-151 Airplanes 
Certificated in all Categories. 

Compliance Required as Indicated. 

To Insure Required Positive Margin 
of Safety, Accomplish the Following 

(a) Effective immediately and until fur¬ 
ther notice by airworthiness directive, flight 
operations shall be conducted at 2150 pounds 
or less for normal category operation and 
1826 pounds or less for utility category 
operations. 


This amendment is effective July 8, 
1974 and was effective upon receipt for 
all recipients of the airmail letters dated 
June 12, 1974 and June 19, 1974 which 
contained this amendment. 

(Secs. 313(a). 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 (49 U8.C. 1354(a). 1421, and 1423) 
and of sec. 6(c), Department of Transporta¬ 
tion Act (49 US.C. 1655(c)). 

Issued in East Point, Georgia on 
June 21, 1974. 

P. M. SWATEK, 
Director , Southern Region. 

[FR Doc.74-15363 Filed 7-3-74;8:4o am) 


[Docket No. 74-SO-66; Arndt. 39-1885) 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 
Piper PA-36-285 Airplanes 

There have been bolts with detri¬ 
mental permanent deformation found in 
the wing spar carry through assembly on 
Piper PA-36 airplanes that could result 
in a reduction of the structural integrity 
of the carry through assembly. Since this 
condition is likely to exist in other air¬ 
planes of the same type design, an air¬ 
worthiness directive is being issued to re¬ 
quire replacement of all bolts that may 
be understrength with proper bolts. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this regulation, it 
is found that notice and public procedure 
hereon are impracticable and good cause 
exists for making this amendment effec¬ 
tive in less than 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the A dminis trator (FR 13697). 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
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Regulations Is amended by adding the 
losing new airworthiness directive: 
pm* Applies to all Model PA-36-285 Alr- 
^laner S/N 35-7360001 Through 36- 
7460016 Certificated in all Categories 
Compliance required within the next 25 
hours time in service after the effective date 
of this AD unless already accomplished. 

Topreclude the possibility of having bolts 
installed in the wing spar carry through as¬ 
sembly which could be subject to deforma¬ 
tion, accomplish the following: 

(a) Remove a total of four AN 4C-11A 
b0 ts and corresponding nuts and washers 
from the spar center section carry through 
left and right end vertical stiffened. 

/b) Enlarge these four holes to -f- 
005-001 diameter. If the maximum hole 
size above does not eliminate evidence of 
elongation or wear, damaged parts should be 
replaced or further repaired in a method ap¬ 
proved by the Chief. Engineering and Manu¬ 
facturing Branch, PAA Southern Region. 

(c) Install an AN5-11A bolt, AN960-5I6L 
washer under bolt bead, MS20365-524C nut 
and an A NO 6 0-516 washer under nut in each 
of the four bolea. Torque to 100-140 inch 
pounds. 

Piper Service Bulletin No. 425 pertains 
to this same subject. 

This amendment becomes effective 
July 8, 1974. 

Secs. 313(a), 601. 603, Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (49 UJS.C. 1354(a). 1421. and 1423) and 
of sec. 6(c), Department of Transportation 
Act (49UB.C. 1655(c)). 

Issued in East Point, Georgia on June 
21, 1974. 

P. M. SWATEK, 
Director, Southern Region . 

[PR Doc.74-15364 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 ami 

Title 18—Conservation of Power and Water 
Resources 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL POWER 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL RULES 
[Docket No. R—477: Order 510] 

PART 3— ORGANIZATION; OPERATION; 
INFORMATION AND REQUESTS; MIS¬ 
CELLANEOUS CHARGES; ETHICAL 
STANDARDS 

SUBCHAPTER D—APPROVED FORMS. FEDERAL 
POWER ACT 

PART 141—STATEMENTS AND REPORTS 
(SCHEDULES) 

Monthly Power Statement Amendments to 
Report Form 12 E 

On April 16. 1973, this Commission, 
pursuant to inter alia, section 553 of title 
5 of the United States Code and section 
309 of the Federal Power Act (49 Stat* 
358, 16 U.S.C. 825h>, issued a notice of 
Proposed rulemaking in Docket No. R-477 
(36 FR 10468, April 27, 1973) proposing 
to amend § 141.56. Part 141. Subchapter 
D. Approved Forms. Federal Power Act. 
18 am Chapter I. Title 18 of the Code 
or Federal Regulations so as to prescribe 
a new Federal Power Commission Form 
12E-1, a monthly report form, supersed¬ 
ing FPC Form 12E, Monthly Load State¬ 
ment. 

The revised proposed Form 12E-1 pro- 
for the collection, on a monthly 
of actual and projected operating 
aia on load and capacity relative to cur- 
monthly and near-term peak pe- 
1005 (a nnual summer and annual winter 


peaks) power supply conditions. It also 
calls for the retention of monthly system 
net energy data which the notice of pro¬ 
posed rulemaking contemplated drop¬ 
ping. Form 12E-1 also provides as a 
monthly report requirement for the re¬ 
porting of delays in the installation of 
generating facilities and monthly report¬ 
ing on delays in transmission line con¬ 
struction. generally 230 kV and above. 

The report form, as revised, identifies 
the reasons and causes for delays in the 
scheduled construction of new generating 
units and power transmission lines. 

Within recent years, developments and 
occurrences throughout the United 
States have accentuated the Federal 
Power Commission’s responsibilities un¬ 
der the Federal Power Act for adequacy 
and reliability of electric services. Recur¬ 
ring problems relative to adequacy and 
reliability of bulk power supply involve 
delays in the availability of new facili¬ 
ties and resulting failures to attain 
planned generating and transmission ca¬ 
pacities to meet system demands. As the 
notice of proposed rulemaking pointed 
out, in many instances, past failures to 
attain expected levels of capacity have 
required various types of actions, in¬ 
cluding special arrangements for emer¬ 
gency supplemental power, reductions of 
load and emergency fuel uses under air 
quality variances in an effort to avoid 
interruptions. The Commission’s regula¬ 
tory responsibilities require an availabil¬ 
ity of current information on the status 
of new facilities and any delays which 
affect power supply situations. Con¬ 
sequently, the delayed construction data 
elicited by the revised report form (FPC 
Form 12E-1) is of increasingly vital need 
to the Commission in carrying out its 
responsibilities. Retention in Form 
12E-1 of the system net energy data 
(formerly sought to be eliminated) is oc¬ 
casioned by the Commission’s adminis¬ 
trative work pursuant to recent Com¬ 
mission orders involving conservation of 
energy and allocation of utility fuel sup¬ 
plies. These orders are FPC Orders 490, 
497, and 497A, 38 FR 33641. 34318, 39 FR 
13529 issued November 29, 1973, Decem¬ 
ber 7, 1973, April 5, 1974, respectively. 

The Commission received comments 
from 43 respondents. A listing and tabu- 
lary summary of these comments Is at¬ 
tached (Appendix A). 1 The comments 
in general contained a wide variety of 
views and suggestions, including requests 
that the filing deadline be extended, 
that certain terminology used in the 
schedules and instructions of the Form 
12E-1 be clarified or defined, and the 

1 Filed as part of the original document, 

* See the following table: 


additional reporting requirements sim¬ 
plified. We have responded to these sug¬ 
gestions by combining schedules 2 and 
4A into a revised schedule 3; by includ¬ 
ing within the definition section of the 
form a series of additional definitions 
and by extending the filing deadline to 
the 15th of the month. 

In addition to the above, the proposed 
Form 12E-1, as noticed was changed to 
retain the system net energy data re¬ 
ferred to above. This includes several 
items of information now obtained 
through Form 12E. This schedule is 
identified as schedule 1 and the remain¬ 
ing schedules of Form 12E-1, as noticed, 
have been renumbered to accommodate 
this change. 

The Commission has considered the 
classes of electric systems 3 from which 
the attached Form 12E-1 should be re¬ 
quired and the revisions which this or¬ 
der prescribed from the former Form 
12E. The Commission has concluded that 
Form 12E-1 should be obtained from 
Class I, Class II, and those Class IV sys¬ 
tems all as identified in Appendix B 
hereto. 1 The Commission has concluded 
it should not prescribe Form 12E-1 re¬ 
porting requirements for Class in, those 
Class IV systems which are not listed in 
Appendix B hereto and Class V systems. 
The soliciting of the report Form 12E-1 
from the affected Class I, U and IV sys¬ 
tems will improve the response cover¬ 
age of the former Form 12E and at the 
same time reduce the burden of report¬ 
ing for those systems whose operations 
do not affect the Nation’s bulk power 
supply systems. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) Upon further review’ and consid¬ 
eration of the proposed amendments to 
FPC Form 12E, we find that the revi¬ 
sions set out in attached Form 12E-1 
(Appendix C)‘ should be implemented. 

(2) The notice and opportunity to par¬ 
ticipate in this rulemaking proceeding 
with respect to matters presently before 
this Commission through the submission, 
in writing, of data, views, comments, and 
suggestions in the manner described 
above, are consistent and in accordance 
with the procedural requirements pre¬ 
scribed in 5 U.S.C. 553. 

(3) T7ie amendments to Part 141 of the 
Commission’s Statements and Reports 
for Public Utilities and Licenses, and 
Monthly Power Statement 12E, pre¬ 
scribed by § 141.56 in 18 CFR Chapter I, 
herein prescribed are necessary and ap¬ 
propriate to the proper administration 
of the Federal Power Act. 


* Filed as part of the original document. 


Basis of classification, for power system statement 


Class of 
system 


Scope of statement 


Systems which generate all or part of system reqnirements and 
whose net energy fur systems for the year covered by this 
statement was: T 

More than 100.000.000kWh.. —-...... I 

20,000,000 to 100,000,000 kWh.-----.*' 

6,000,000 to 20,000,000 kWh. HI 

Less than 6,000,000 kWh... Ill 

System* engaged primarily In soles for resale and/or sales to TV 
industrials, all other sales being negligible. 

8ysteins which obtain entire energy requirements from other \ 
systems. 


Form No. 12 complete. 

Form No. 12 complete, excepting 
schedule 16. 

Form No. 12-A. 

Form No. 12-D. 

Form No. 12-A unless form No. 12 

or No. 12-D is roquestod. 

Do. 
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(4) Since the amendments prescribed 
herein, which were not included in the 
notice of this proceeding, are consistent 
with the prime purpose of the proposed 
rulemaking, further compliance with the 
notice provision of 5 U.S.C. 553 is un¬ 
necessary. 

(5) Since the monthly power state¬ 
ment form, as amended by this order, is 
for immediate use, good cause exists for 
making the amendments effective forth¬ 
with. 

Pursuant to the authority of the Com¬ 
mission under the Federal Power Act, 49 
Stat. 838, 16 U.S.C. 791(a) et seq., par¬ 
ticularly sections 4(a), 301(a), 302(b), 
303, 304, 309, and 311 (49 Stat. 839, 854, 
855, 858, 859; 16 U.S.C. 797(a), 825(a), 
825a(b), 825b, 825c, 825h, 825j, The 
Commission orders: 

A. Section 3.142 in Part 3, Subchapter 
A of Chapter I of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, is amended to read as 
follows: 

§ 3.142 Approved forms, etc. 

(a) • • • 

(38) Form No. 12E-1, Monthly Power 
Statement (§ 141.56 of this chapter). 

• • • • • 

B. Section 141.56 of Title 18 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is revised to 
read as follows: 

§ 141.56 Form No. 12E-1 Monthly 
Power Statement (For Class I, II and 
those Class IV Systems, all as iden¬ 
tified in Appendix B to Order No. 
510, issued June 24,1974.) 

(a) The FPC Form No. 12E-1 Monthly 
Power Statement, including the identifi¬ 
cation and verification, instructions and 
schedules therein contained, be and the 
same hereby is approved and adopted. 

(b) FPC Form No. 12E-1 contains the 
following schedules: 

Identification and Verification and instruc¬ 
tions 

Schedule 1—Net Generation and Energy Re¬ 
ceived and Delivered 
Schedule 2—Peak Hour Data 
Schedule 3 —Generating Unit Changes, Ad¬ 
ditions. Removals 

Schedule 4—Firm Capacity And/Or Energy 
Purchases or Deliveries 
Schedule 5 —Transmisslon Line Data 

(c) Each corporation, person, agency, 
authority or other legal entity or instru¬ 
mentality, whether public or private, 
which operates facilities for the genera¬ 
tion or transmission, or distribution of 
electric energy, and which is in the classi¬ 
fication of Class I, n, and those class IV 
Systems all as identified in Appendix B 
*to Order No. 510, issued June 24, shall 
hereafter prepare and file monthly with 
the Commission such report in such form 
as is required by said instructions and 
schedules, setting forth the answers to 
the questions therein stated, and furnish¬ 
ing the information therein called for. 

C. The amendments adopted herein 
shall be effective upon issuance of this 
order. 


D. The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

fFR Doc.74-14954 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 

Title 19—Customs Duties 

CHAPTER I—UNITED STATES CUSTOMS 
SERVICE 

(TJD. 74-181] 

PART 1—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Customs Seal 

Pursuant to Treasury Department 
Order No. 165-23 (38 FR 13037), the Bu¬ 
reau of Customs was as of August 1,1973, 
designated the United States Customs 
Service. This change requires that a 
corresponding change be made to the 
Customs seal and to § 1.8(a) of the Cus¬ 
toms regulations, which describes the 
seal. In addition, other minor changes 
which have recently been made in the 
design of the Department of the Treas¬ 
ury seal have also affected the Customs 
seal and the description of that seal set 
forth in the regulations. 

To reflect these changes, § 1.8(a) of 
the Customs regulations is amended to 
read as follows: 

§ 1.8 Customs seal. 

(a) The Customs seal of the United 
States, consisting of the seal of the De¬ 
partment of the Treasury surrounded 
by an outer circle in which appears the 
words “Treasury” at the top and “U.S. 
Customs Service” at the bottom accord¬ 
ing to the design furnished by the De¬ 
partment of the Treasury, shall be im¬ 
pressed upon all official documents re¬ 
quiring the impress of a seal, provided 
that the Customs seal currently in offi¬ 
cial use, including the dies, rolls, plates, 
and like devices now in the possession of 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, 
shall continue to be equally effective as 
the official seal of the United States Cus¬ 
toms Service, and shall continue to be 
so used by each Customs officer and em¬ 
ployee having possession of the device of 
the seal, until that particular device 
needs to be replaced and is replaced. 

• • • • * 

(R.S. 251, as amended, sec. 624, 46 Stat. 759; 
19 US.C. 66, 1624) 

Because this amendment merely con¬ 
forms the Customs regulations with a 
Treasury Department Order and requires 
no public initiative, notice and public 
procedure thereon is found to be unnec¬ 
essary, and good cause exists for dis¬ 
pensing with a delayed effective date 
under the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553. 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
be effective July 5,1974. 

Tseal] Vernon D. Acree, 

Commissioner of Customs . 

Approved: June 26,1974. 

David R. Macdonald, 

Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

[FR Doc.74-15333 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


Title 23—Highways 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL HIGHWAY AD. 
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION r 

SUBCHAPTER H—RIGHT-OF-WAY AND 
ENVIRONMENT 

PART 752—SCENIC ENHANCEMENT- 
LANDSCAPE AND ROADSIDE DEVELOP. 
MENT r 

Chapter I of Title 23. Code of Federal 
Regulations, is amended by adding a new 
Part 752, Scenic Enhancement—Land¬ 
scape and Roadside Development, as set 
forth below. This part codifies policies 
and procedures formerly contained in 
Federal Highway Administration Policy 
and Procedure Memorandum 90-3 per¬ 
taining to the landscape and roadside de¬ 
velopment program. 

These amendments to Title 23, Code of 
Federal Regulations, are prepared under 
the authority of 23 U.S.C. 128, 315, 319 
and the delegation of authority by the 
Secretary of Transportation at 49 CFR 
1.48(b). 

Sec. 

752.101 Purpose. 

752.102 Funding and programming. 

752.103 Abandoned vehicles. 

752.104 Location and description of scenlo 

lands. 

752.105 Landscape development and erosion 

control. 

752.106 Safety rest areas and scenlo over¬ 

looks. 

752.107 Information centers. 

752.108 Privately operated information 

centers. 

Authority: (23 U.S.C. 128, 315, 319); 49 
CFR 1.48(b). 

§ 752.101 Purpose* 

The purpose of this part Is to furnish 
guidelines and prescribe policies and 
procedures for implementing 23 U.8.C. 
319. 

§ 752.102 Funding and programming. 

(a) Section 319(a), Federal-aid Funds: 

(1) Projects financed with section 319 

(a) Federal-aid funds will be pro¬ 
grammed and administered in accord¬ 
ance with established Federal-aid 
procedures. 

(2) Section 319(a) Federal-aid funds 
are not available for billboard control, 
junkyard screening, nor for the acquisi¬ 
tion of interests in or development of 
strips of land outside the highway right- 
of-way for which other Federal funds are 
authorized. However, when junkyard 
screening is a secondary and incidental 
part of an overall landscape or roadside 
development project, within the high¬ 
way right-of-way, the overall project 
may include the screening work and be 
financed with section 319(a) Federal-aid 
funds. 

(b) Section 319(b), Federal Funds: 

(1) Projects financed with section 319 

(b) Federal funds will be programmed 
and administered in accordance witn 
established procedures for Highway 
Beautification funds. 

(2) Section 319(b) Federal funds may 
be used for acquisition of interests in or 
work on scenic lands adjacent to w* 
right-of-way of a Federal-aid highly 
and for work on the right-of-way of Fed' 
eral-aid highways where section 319^ 
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funds cannot feasibly be used for that 
work Section 319(b) Federal funds may 
not be used for landscape or roadside de¬ 
velopment projects on or adjacent to the 
right-of-way of a toll road. 

(3> Section 319(b) Federal funds may 
not be used for billboard control or for 
Junkyard screening, except that junk¬ 
yard screening may be a secondary or 
incidental part of an overall landscape 
or roadside development project. 


§ 752.103 Abandoned vehicles* 

(a) Section 319(b) Federal funds may 
be used to pay for costs of collecting and 
removing abandoned motor vehicles from 
the right-of-way and from private lands 
adjacent to Federal-aid highways for the 
restoration, preservation, or enhance¬ 
ment of scenic beauty as seen from the 
traveled way of the highway as a land¬ 
scape or roadside development project. 

(b) The State will obtain permission 
or sufficient legal authority to go on pri¬ 
vate land to carry out this program. 
Where feasible, an agreement should be 
made with the owner that he will not in 
the future place junk, or allow junk to 
be placed, on his land so as to create an 
eyesore to the traveling public. The per¬ 
mission or authority and the agreement 
may be informal. 

(c) The collection of abandoned motor 
vehicles from within the right-of-way 
must be a development project and not a 
maintenance operation. Once a State 
completes a development project for the 
removal of abandoned motor vehicles 
from within the highway right-of-way, it 
is obligated to continue the removal of 
future abandoned motor vehicles from 
within the development project limits. 

(d) For economy and ease of adminis¬ 
tration. the collection and removal of all 
abandoned motor vehicles along a par¬ 
ticular route or routes of a Federal-aid 
highway should be submitted as one 
project. 


§752.104 Ixxation and d^eriplion of 

Rccnic lands. 


(a) An interest may be acquired in 
scenic land or water areas forming a part 
of or adjacent to the right-of-way of an 
approved Federal-aid highway. These 
areas may be in rural or urban locations. 
Acquisition of the necessary interests 
in and developmental work on several 
parcels may be combined in one project 
or separate projects may be used. These 
interests may be acquired whether or not 
there is. or has been, a Federal-aid proj¬ 
ect on the adjoining Federal-aid high¬ 
way, 

(b) The scenic areas must have in¬ 

trinsic scenic beauty or other actual or 
Potential values that will satisfy one or 
more of the following purposes: • 

the restoration, preservation, and en¬ 
hancement of scenic beauty adjacent to 

• fFederal-aid 3 highways including 
acquisition and development of publicly 
owned and controlled rest and recreation 
weas and sanitary and other facilities 

# adjacent to the highway right-of- 
jay reasonably necessary to accommo¬ 
date the traveling public * • 


§ 752.105 Landscape development and 
erosion control. 

(a) Federal-aid highway projects for 
new construction or for major recon¬ 
struction of highway sections shall be lo¬ 
cated and designed to insure: 

(1) That the overall facility has a 
pleasing appearance appropriate to its 
environment, and 

(2) That the overall facility is pro¬ 
vided with reasonable and practicable 
landscape and roadside development. 

(b) Section 319(a) or 319(b) funds 
may be utilized in plant establishment 
periods and to pay for the cost of plant¬ 
ing material supplied by garden clubs. 

§ 752.106 Safely rest areas and scenic 
overlooks. 

<a) A safety rest area is a roadside 
area, with parking facilities, separated 
from the roadway provided for motorists 
to stop and rest for short periods. It may 
include drinking water, toilets, tables 
and benches, telephones, information fa¬ 
cilities, and other facilities for travelers. 
A safety rest area is not intended to be 
used for social or civic gatherings, or 
for such active recreation as boating, 
swimming, or organized games. Access 
from the safety rest area to adjacent 
publicly owned and operated areas per¬ 
mitting such activities may be provided 
if access to those areas can only be had 
from the safety rest area. Adjacent pub¬ 
lic areas should provide sufficient park¬ 
ing facilities so that safety rest area 
parking facilities will not be utilized by 
visitors to such public areas. 

(b) A scenic overlook is a roadside area 
provided for motorists to park their 
vehicles, beyond the shoulder, primarily 
for viewing the scenery in safety. Scenic 
overlooks need not provide comfort and 
convenience facilities except for tables 
and benches for meals and containers for 
refuse, unless the overlook is located at a 
point some distance from a safety rest 
area and there is evidence that there will 
be a large number of persons stopping at 
the overlook. 

(c) Property acquired with section 319 
(b) Federal funds which could have been 
acquired as highway right-of-way with 
section 319(a) Federal-aid funds may be 
improved with either section 319(a) or 
319(b) funds, however, there will be no 
participation in costs of fixtures or fur¬ 
nishing of a caretaker’s quarters. The 
cost of development of scenic lands that 
are not highway right-of-way, is not 
eligible for participation with section 319 
(a) Federal-aid funds. 

(d) Safety rest areas and scenic over¬ 
looks, where the need exists, are to be 
provided with comfort and convenience 
facilities reasonably necessary to accom¬ 
modate the traveling public. The safety 
rest areas will include roadways for safe 
exit from, and reentry to, the main 
travel lands of the Federal-aid highway 
and shall have parking areas as needed 
to accommodate the forecast number and 
types of vehicles. 

(e) Water supply and sewage treat¬ 
ment facilities in conjunction with safety 


rest area projects shall be designed, con¬ 
structed, and maintained so that the wa¬ 
ter supply and the sewage effluent will 
meet the standards established by the 
responsible State agency or agencies. 

(1) Where an on-site water supply is 
provided, as from wells, springs, or sur¬ 
face water, the water supply shall be 
chlorinated and a procedure and sched¬ 
ule for testing shall be established to 
assure a safe and potable water supply. 

(2) Where the water supply is to be 
provided by connecting to a public sys¬ 
tem, the State highway department shall 
determine the supplier’s ability to main¬ 
tain an adequate and potable water sup¬ 
ply. If the public water supply is not 
chlorinated, provisions for chlorination 
of the rest area supply shall be made at 
the rest area site. 

(3) Where on-site sewage treatment 
facilities are provided, the effluent shall 
be chlorinated, and schedules and proce¬ 
dures for testing the effluent shall be 
established to assure that legal effluent 
standards are met. 

(4) Where existing public sanitary 
sewage systems are utilized, the State 
highway department shall determine 
that the facilities are adequate to pro¬ 
duce an effluent of acceptable quality 
with the increased loading. 

(5) Federal-aid funds may participate 
in the cost of constructing, expanding, 
or improving facilities required for ade¬ 
quate water supply or sewage treatment. 
Participation in costs to modify public 
facilities shall be fully justified and 
documented. 

§752.107 Information centers. 

(a) Safety rest areas may be provided 
with information centers for the pur¬ 
pose of advising the public of places of 
interest and such other information as a 
State may consider desirable. They may 
be provided as a part of a lobby in a 
safety rest area comfort and convenience 
building or as a separate structure. 

(b) Federal-aid funds may not be 
used for an information center in a 
separate building or the area of a com¬ 
fort and convenience building used for 
that purpose. Where an area in a com¬ 
fort and convenience building is used 
for information purposes. Federal par¬ 
ticipation in the cost of the building will 
be determined and limited to the costs 
allocable to the non-information center 
part of the building on the following 
basis. The average square foot construc¬ 
tion cost of the building will be com¬ 
puted by dividing into the construction 
costs of the building the square feet 
within the external outside wall surface 
of the building, discounting cellar and 
basement areas by a factor of one-half 
and foyers, breezeway areas, etc., by a 
factor of two-thirds. Federal participa¬ 
tion will then be no more than the aver¬ 
age square foot cost multiplied by a basic 
allowance of 200 square feet plus 120 feet 
for each water closet or urinal. 

(c) Roadways and parking areas neces¬ 
sary for the information center in a 
safety rest area may be constructed with 
appropriate Federal-aid or Federal funds. 
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§ 752.108 Privately operated in forma¬ 
tion center* *. 

(a) Subject to FHWA approval of the 
lease or agreement, the State may per¬ 
mit privately-operated Information cen¬ 
ters at appropriate safety rest areas large 
enough to accommodate these centers. 

(b) The right to operate these infor¬ 
mation centers shall be separately 
awarded by the State on the basis of 
public invitation. No Federal funds shall 
participate in the cost of construction or 
operation of these centers. 

(c) The information center shall be 
aesthetically compatible with the safety 
rest area and the surrounding area. It 
shall have proper vehicle and pedestrian 
circulation, proper drainage, and meet 
applicable building codes. 

(d) There shall be no violation of con¬ 
trol of access, and no adverse effect cm 
traffic in the main traveled way. 

(e) The agreement between the State 
and the private operator shall provide: 

(1) The State shall have title to the 
information center upon completion of 
construction or termination of the lease. 

(2) Advertising must be limited to mat¬ 
ters relating to and of interest to the 
traveling public. 

<3) Equal access must be provided to 
all qualified advertisers at reasonable 
rates. 

(4) Where the information center 
consists of a building. Identification of 
the center operator and all advertising 
must be restricted to the interior of the 
building. Where the center is in the 
nature of a bulletin board or a partial 
enclosure, none of the advertising, in¬ 
cluding the trade name or symbol of 
the private operator, shall be legible 
from the main traveled way of the 
Federal-aid highway. 

(5J Forty percent or more of all dis¬ 
play area and audible communications 
sh a l l be devoted free of charge to pro¬ 
viding Information to the traveling pub¬ 
lic and public service announcements. 

<6) No charge may be made for goods 
or service, except telephone. 

(T) Nondiscrimination provisions must 
be included in accordance with the State 
assurance with regard to 42 U-S.C. 
2eeOd-2eOOd-5 (Ctvfi Rights Act of 19641, 
to the effect that there win he no dis¬ 
crimination on the basis of race, color 
or national origin. Assurance nrm.^t ni_c/> 
be given that the private operator will 
not display advertising from advertisers 
who do not provide their services without 
regard to race, color or national origin. 

(8i Hie center will be adequately 
maintained and be kept clean and 
sanitary. 

(9) The State may promulgate rea¬ 
sonable rules and regulation on the con¬ 
duct of the Information center In the 
Interests erf the public. 

(10) The State may terminate the 
lease or agreement for violation of its 
terms or for other good cause. 

Effective date: June 21, 1974. 

Norbxrt T. Tiemann. 
Federal Highway Administrator . 
fPR Doc. 74-16389 Piled 7-3-74:8:46 am) 


Title 46—Shipping 

CHAPTER I—COAST GUARD. 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

SUBCHAPTER O—CERTAIN BULK DANGEROUS 
CARGOES 

[COD 72-80J 

PART 154—SPECIAL INTERIM REGULA¬ 
TIONS FOR ISSUANCE OF LETTERS OF 
COMPLIANCE 

Letters of Compliance 

Correction 

In the document appearing on page 
24010, for the issue of Friday, June 28, 
1974, whose headings read as set forth 
above make the following corrections: 

A. Paragraphs numbered “2" and “3“ 
in the first and second columns of page 
24011 should read as follows: 

2. By revising the last paragraph, en¬ 
titled “Effective Date” to read as fol¬ 
lows: “The regulations in this part are 
effective on June 15,1973“ 

3. By striking diphenyl-diphenyl ox¬ 
ide and zinc dialkyl dithiophosphate 
from Table 1 of Annex A and adding 
them to Annex B. 

B. The following file line should be 
Inserted below the signature: 

iFB Doc. 74-14883 Filed 8-27-74:8:45am J. 


Title 34—Government Management 

CHAPTER M—OFFICE OF FEDERAL MAN¬ 
AGEMENT POLICY. GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

SUBCHAPTER D —FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT 

IFMC 73-71 

PART 253—ADMINISTRATION OF COL¬ 
LEGE AND UNIVERSITY RESEARCH 
GRANTS 

Administration of College and University 
Research 

Federal Register document 74-34 ap¬ 
pearing at page 797 in the issue dated 
Thursday, January 2, 1974. is corrected 
to change the table of contents entry 
and the caption and reference in 4 253.6. 

The table of contents for Part 253 la 
amended as follows: 

• • • • • 

Sec. 

383 A Appendix. 

Section 253.8 is revised to read as 
follows: 

S 253.6 Appendix, 

Appendix A provides standard pelide* 
and practices for administration of re¬ 
search projects at educational Institu¬ 
tions In the United States. 

(Sec. 206(a). S3 Stat. 390 (40 U^XL 486(c)n 

Effective date. This regulation is effec¬ 
tive July 5,1974. 

Dated: June 27.1974. 

Arthur F. Samps cm. 
Administrator of General Services . 

(FR Doc.74-15376 Filed 7-3-74;8:4S amj 
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Title 24—Housing and Urban Development 

CHAPTER X—FEDERAL INSURANCE ADMINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

SUBCHAPTER B—NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM 

lDocket No. 303] 

PART 1914—AREAS ELIGIBLE FOR THE SALE OF INSURANCE 
Status of Participating Communities 

* 1014 4 Of Part 1914 of Subchapter B of 24 CFR Chapter X is amended by adding in alphabetical sequence a new 

Section 1914.4 of Pa complete chronology of effective dates appears for each listed community. Each date 

entry i?JHn\h£^fo^rtlToolmnn’of the table ts followed by a designation which indicates whether the date signifies the 
date oTthI authorization of the sale of flood insurance in the area under the emergency or the regular flood insurance 
program. The entry reads as follows: 

§ 1914.4 Status of participating communities. 


Slate 


County 


Location 


ElTeotivo date of 
auUxxixaiion of sale of 
flood insurance tor area 


Hazard ami 
identified 


Slate map repository 


Local map repository 


Arkansas— - — « 

California- 

Colorado -- 

Do..— 

Connecticut-..—-. 

Florida - 

Idaho_ 

Kanses-- 

Do.. 

Massachusetts.----. 

Minnesota.. 

Do_ 

Do_ 

Do___ 

Do _ 

Do_—.—- 

Do--- 

Do_ 

Missouri . 

Do.—. 

New York- 

Do-.— — — 

Ohio. 

Oklahoma. 

Oregon. 

Pennsylvania— 

* Do._... 

Do._ 

Do. .. 

Do._ 

Do. 

Do—. 

Do.. 

Tennessee . 

Teas. 

Virginia. 

Washington. 


. Chicot. 

. Santa Clara. 

, Larimor.*......... 

. Pitldn.-. 

. Hartford. 

. Brevard*.. 

. Blaine............ 

. Marshall. 

. Sali na ..... 

. Essex— 

. Big Stone..... 

... ...dO—..........i 

. Carver...• 
. Mi lie Laos........ 

. Morris............. 

. Otter Tail-....... 

_ Todd_ 

. Watonwan.... 

. Howell............ 

. St. Louis..— 

. Erie. ............ 

. Orange........... 

. Montgomery. 

. Tulsa and Osage. 
. Linn............. 

. Allegheny—. 

. Braver.— 

......do.. .M—.—• 

. Crawford. 

. Lancaster....—.. 
. Luzerne.......... 

. McKean... 

. York__ 

.. Trousdale........ 

. BclL.. 

.. Rockingham. 

Pierce—.......... 


Endora city. of... 

, Saratoga, city of. 

, Unincorporated areas-- 

Aspen, city of.— 

, Newington, town of. 

Cocoa, city of.-. 

Sun Valley, city of-— 

Marysville, city oL.— 

. Salina, city of. 

. Lawrence, city of.......... 

, Unincorporated areas- 

. Ortonvilie, city oL.-;—. 

, Waconla, city of... 


Princeton, city of. 

So bioski, city of.—— 

Fergus Falls, city of.. 

Eagle Bend, city of.. 

8t. James, city of. 

Willow Springs, city of. 

Black Jack, city of...... 

Wllliaxu-svilU}, village of.. 

Highland Fails, village of.... 

Trotwood, city of. 

8 kin took, town of.- 

, Albany, city of... 

Churchill, borough of........ 

, Monaca, borough of.. 

Vanport, township of.. 

, Cambridge Springs, borough 
of. 

. East Lampeter, towhshlp of. 

. Huntington, township of— 

. Bradford, township of...... 

. Hanover, Izorough of. 

. Hartsville, city of. 

. Belton, dty of.— 

. Unincorporated areas...... 

. Tacoma, city of. 


. July 2,1074, Emergency. 
.do. 

.... . -SO—... . ■.....»•>•• M 

,*••• .do....... ■•••• 

.... ..do... 

,.... .do...•»••••«......... 

,.. .. .do,... 

,••••« do.... • .............. 

,a...-dO. ...•.*•—*......... 

......do.............. 

...... dO. ..a 

_dO—a 

.do 


Mar. 1,1074 , 
. Mar. 22,1074 . 

‘rabT’iiTwi*; 

Feb.* 1A," 1074*! 


.... Deo. 7,1073 ... 

_May 24,1074 ... 

_Feb. S> 1074 ... 

::::*Nov.’*M973*r 


.... .do............... 

.....do... 

.....do...............■ 

.do...—— 

.do.—.—- 

July 2,1074. Emergency—. 
.do.-»»«.—»—-»—•———— 

— ...dO. ....••M.MM.MM< 

.....do. 

—..do. 

— •••dO- ..M.MM..M..M.- 

.....do........ ........... 

a...—do. 

a....dO. 

.do_ 

.<l0-«aMM»MM MMM , 

.....dO. ..m.« ——••>•••• 
.a., -do. a..-.----— ”• « 

a•»adO . .a.----.— --------" 

,».-.dOa a ........ 

.... .do. ......... MM—M 

>....dO — a*.- ....... ......a 


, June 7,1074 ....-... 

May 10* 1074 - 


. Apr. 12*1074 . 
'May"24,* 1974"! 
]” May *3^1974*] 


. Feb. 15,1074 - 

. June 7, 1074- 

Feb. 22,1074 .... 


. Mar. 29,1074 . 
. Mar. 22,1074 . 


May 10,1074 _ 

" June "*7*1074" I— 

, Mar. 8, 1974 — 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (title XIII of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968), effective Jan. 28, 1969 (33 PR 17804, 

40 ^ 410 . ;ub. L. 91-162, Dec. 24, 1969) (42 U.S.C. 4001-4127); and Secretary's delegation of authority to 

Federal Insurance Administrator, 34 FR 2680, Feb. 27, 1969) 


Issued: June 25, 1974. 


(FR Doc.74-15213 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


George K. Bernstein. 

Federal Insurance Administrator . 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


(Docket No. FI-306] 

PART 1914—AREAS ELIGIBLE FOR THE SALE OF INSURANCE 


Status of Participating Communities 

Section 1914.4 of Part 1914 of Subchapter B of 24 CFR Chapter X is amended by adding in alphabetical rmium™. » 
entry to the table. In this entry, a complete chronology of effective dates appears for each listed communiU Each SSI 
appearing In the fourth column of the table is followed by a designation which Indicates whether the datesigJuffL^hf 
effective date of the authorization of the sale of flood insurance In the area under the emergency or the regular flood insurance 


program. The entry reads as follows: 

§ 1914.4 Statu* of participating 


Slate 


County 


Location 


Effective date uf 

authorisation of sale of 
flood insurance for ana 


identified 


State map repository 





Texas— 
Washington 


Warren..Warren, borough of. 

Orange__ Pine Purest, city o£ 

King___ anoqualxnio, town of. 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (title IUI of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1966), effective Jan. 18, 1969 (33 FB 17804. 
Nov. 26. 1968). as amended (aecs. 408-410, Pub. L. 91-182. Dec. 24. 1969) (43 0.8.0. 4001-4127); and Secretary's delegation of authorttv to 
Federal Insurance Administrator, 34 FR 2680, Feb. 27,1969) 

Issued: June 26, 1974. 


[FR Doc.74-15209 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


George K. Bernstein, 

Federal Insurance Administrator 


[Docket No. FI-3651 

PART 1914—AREAS ELIGIBLE FOR THE SALE OF INSURANCE 
Status of Participating Communities 

Section 1914.4 of Part 1914 of Subchapter B of 24 CFR Chapter X is amended by adding in alphabetical sequence a new 
entry to the table. In this entry, a complete chronology of effective dates appears for each listed community. Each data 
appearing hi the fourth column of the table is followed by a designation which indicates whether the date signifies the 
effective date of the authorization of the sale of flood insurance in the area under the emergency or the regular flood insurance 
program. The entry reads as follows: 

§ 1914.4 Status of participating communities. 


Kffectivo date of Hazard area 

County Location authorization of sale of identified State map repository Local map repository 

flood insurance for area 


I>o-Du Page.. Olen Ellyn, village of_ 

Do-;-Du Page and WilL. Bolingbrook, village of... 

Do-Du Page-Willowbrook, village of. 

Do— -..... Pulaski_. Unincorporated areas. 

Indiana_ - Vigo...—..__do. 


... Chicago Ridge, village of.... Tune 28, 1974. Emergency... Mar. 22,1974 
East Hazel Crest, village of_do. 


Minnesota.. 


—- Lyon- 


Washington_ —Pierce.. 


.do.. 

........ Oig Harbor, town c 


..do_ 

-do„ 


.do._.— 

May 3.1974 ^ 
Apr. 12,1974 


May 17,1974 ^^rrr.T. 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (title XIH of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968), effective Jan. 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804. 
Nov. 28. 1968), as amended (secs. 408-410. Pub. L. 91-152, Dec. 24, 1969) (42 US.C. 4001-4127); and Secretary's delegation of authority to 
Federal Insurance Administrator, 34 FR 2680, Feb. 27, 1969) 


Issued: June 21, 1974. 


[FR Doc.74-15211 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


George K. Bernstein, 
Federal Insurance Administrator . 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 130—FRIDAY, JULY 5, 1974 




































































































































RULES AND REGULATIONS 


£9635 


(Docket No. FI-304] 

PART 1914—AREAS ELIGIBLE FOR THE SALE OF INSURANCE 
Status of Participating Communities 

_ n„„ toia A of part 1914 of Subchapter B of 24 CFR Chapter X 4s amended by adding in alphabetical sequence a new 
Section 1914- this entry a complete chronology of effective dates appears for each listed community . Each date 
eDtry i£j^Ahe fourth h 5*5Z * the WUe is followed by a designation which indicates whether the date signifies the 
“ibStaedate of the authorization of the sale af flood insurance in the area under the emergency or the regular flood insurance 
£am The entry reads as follows: 

§ 1914.1 Statu* of participating communities*. ^ ^ 


State 


County 


Location 


Effective date of 
authorization of sate of 
Hood insurance ter area 


Hazard area 
identified 


Stato map repository 


Local map repository 


Louisiana.. 


Do. 

Do.. 

Do.. 

Do. 

Massachusetts- 

Minnesota—- 

Do. 

Do.. 

New Yodr. 

North Dakota— 

Texas.- 

Do.- 


Iberia and 

Vermilion 

Parish. 

. Vermilion Parish, 
.do. 


Middlesex- 

Hennepin- 

. Koochiching. 
Rock.- 

Bottineau- 

. Harris... 

. Victoria.. 


July 1,1974. Emergency.. 


.... Wo 


IHlcsxnbre, town «f. 

. Huey dan. town 

. Alwvllic, OI-—.— 

. Abbeville, town of- 

. Wilmington, town of.« 

. Maple Urove, city «*..— < 

. Unincorporated areas-do. 

. Luverne, city of.do.. 

Cliittenancro. vUlnge of... 

Bottineau, city of_._... 

Plney Point Village, city *f 6® . ..... 

Victoria, city of.May 22. »2S* S ra T® y - 

July 28. 1971. Regular. 
April tb, 1978. SuftrHroW)”. 
June 25. 1974. Reinstated. 

Unincorporated acoas-July 1.1974. Emergency... 

Parkersburg, city of.- Do. 


Apr. 5,1974 



Washing ten. 

West Virginia— __ 

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1888 (title XHI of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968). effective Jan. 28 1969 (33 FR 17804. 
NOV 28. 1968? ns amended (secs. 408-410. Pub. L. 91-152. Dec. 24. 1969) (42 U.S.C. 4001-4127) : and Secretary s delegation of authority to 
Federal Insurance Administrator, 34 FR 2680, Feb. 27, 1969) 


Issued: June 24, 1974. 


(FR Doc.74—15212 Filed 7-3-74.8:45 am] 


George K. Bernstein, 
Federal Insurance Administrator . 


[Docket No. FI-307] 

PART 1915—IDENTIFICATION OF SPECIAL HAZARD AREAS 
List of Communities With Special Hazard Areas 

The Federal Insurance Administrator finds that comment and public procedure and the i a 
I dentifying the areas of communities which have special flood or mudslide hazards, 
would be contrary to the public interest. The purpose of such identifications is to StMe new 

threatened by flooding. Since this publication is merely for the purpose of informing the public o f the location of areas of 
special flood hazard and has no binding effect on the sale of flood insurance or the commencement of construction notice and 
public procedure are impracticable, unnecessary, and contrary*) the> public.^^ st ^ n a^uch as mis 
substantive rule, the identification of special hazard areas shall be effective on the date shown. Accordingly, § 1915.3 is amended 
by adding In alphabetical sequence a new entry to the table, which entry reads as follows: 

§ 1915.3 List of communities with special hazard areas. 


State 


County 


Location 


Map No. 


State map repository 


Local map repository 


Effective date 
of identification 
of areas which 
have sfMcial 

Seed hazards 


Colbert.. Leighton, city of.. H OlOOio «i 

through 
n 010046 02 


Do .. Lawrence..Town Creek, 

town of. 

Ahska—Wrangell Peterson Petersburg, 
Division. city of. 


CUlIomli..;-.. Monterey_ 


Carmel-by-tho- 
Sea, city of. 


Alabama Development Office, Office Office of City Clerk, town of Leighton. June 14, 1974. 
of State Planning. Stato Office Town Hall, Leighton, Ala. 35636. 

Bldg., 601 Dexter Ave., Montgom- 


n 010143 01 
through 
H 010143 06 
H 020074 01 
through 
H 020074 03 


H 060196 01....;. 


ery. Ala. 36104. 

Alabama Insurance Department, 

Room 453, Administrative Bldg., 

Montgomery, Ala. 36104. 

do .Office of Town Building Permit, 

. . Town Uali, Town Crook, Ala. 35672. 

Department of Community Regional Mayor, city of Petersburg. Petorslmrg, 
Affairs, Division of Community Alaska 99333. 

Research and Planning, Pouch B, 

Juneau, Alaska 99801. 

Alaska Division of Insurance, Room 
410, (ioldstein Bldg., Pouch D, 

Juneau, Alaska 90601. 

. Department of Water Resources, 

P.O. Box 386, Sacramento, Calif. 

95802. 

California Insurance Department, 107 
South Broadway, Los Angeles, 

Calif. 90012. 


Mayor, City ITaU, city of Carmel-by- 
tbe-Sea, Monte Verde St., Carmel, 
Calif. 93921. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


No. 130—Pt. I- 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Plate County Location Map No. 


Btate map repository 


Local mop repository 


Effective date 
of IdenUlicatJon 

of areas which 

flood hazards 


Connecticut...;; New London....;; Lyme, town of..;; H 090127 01 

through 
H 090127 03 


Illinois...^^=55 Clark...Marshall, city of.. H 170040 01 


Do..t^t^=; Mercer..-.^= Aledo, city of...— II 170507 01 

Indiana.™^; Monroe...Ellrttsville, town H 180170 01. 

of. 


Kans3s...^r^ Johnson...;^...;; Prairie Village, n 200175 01 

city of. through 

H 200175 02 


Kentucky..^; Boyd...: ^... ... . 


Ashland, city of... H 210017 01 
tlirough 
II 210017 04 


Po..r=r^r= Lincoln., .s 


; Crab Orchard, H 210143 01 
town of. through 

. TT 210143 02 

Maryland-Garrett. Oakland, town of. H 240039 01 

through 
n 240039 02 


Massachusetts... Berkshire. 


Lenox, town of.... H 250029 01 
through 
H 250029 03 


Po...rr.rT7i Hampden East Long- H 250143 01 

meadow, town of. tlirough 
H 250143 04 

Michigan...--. Arenac.. Lincoln, town- H 260014 01 

ship of. through 

H 260014 06 


Po.. v ^ nss =; Gratiot., 


Po.. ^.^r^ si Wexford.. 


Mississippi..;.^ Hinds. 


St. Louis, city of.. H 260085 0 
through 
H 260085 V 

..r^; Cadillac, city of_H 260247 01 

through 
H 260247 O 

...-vr... Clinton, dty of.... H 280071 01 
through 
H 280071 0; 


Missouri....^. Benton.Cole Camp, city H 290028 01 

of. tlirough 

H 290028 02 


Nevada.r.v. Churchill........ Fallon, city of...;, n 32002 01 


Department of Environmental Pro¬ 
tection, Division of Water and Re¬ 
lated Resources, Room 207, State 
Office Bldg., Hartford, Conn. 0611A 
Connecticut Insurance Department. 
State Capitol Bldg., 165 Capitol 
Ave., Hartford, Conn. 06115. 

. Governor’s Task Force on Flood Con¬ 
trol, P.O. Box 475, Lisle, III. 60532. 
Illinois Insurance Department, 609 
State Office Bldg., Springfield, 11L 
62702. 

.do___ _ iT 


Boilding Insi 
Conn. 0637; 


RFD 2, Lyme, 


. Division of Water, Department of 
Natural Resources, 608 State Office 
Bldg., Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. 

Indiana Insurance Department, 509 
State Office Bldg., Indianapolis, 
Ind. 46204. 

Division of Water Resources, State 
Board of Agriculture, Topeka, 
Kans. 66612. 

Kansas Insurance Deportment, 1st 
floor, Stateh ouso, Topeka, Kans. 
66612. 

Division of Water, Kentucky Depart¬ 
ment of Natural Resources, Capitol 
Plaxa Office Tower, Frankfort, Ky. 
40601. 

Kentucky Insurance Department, 
Old Capitol Annex, Frankfort, Ky. 
40001. 

-do... 


Zoning Commissioner, city of Mar¬ 
shall, 1101 North 7th St., Marshall, 
III. 6244L 


City Clerk, dty of Alodo, Aledo, I1L 
612 31. 

Chairman, Town Board, Town Hall, 
town of EllettsviUe, Bllettsvillc, 
Ind. 47429. 


Mayor, City Hall, dty of Prairie Vil¬ 
lage, 7700 Mission Rd., Prairio Vil¬ 
lage, Kans. 66208. 


Mayor, City Bldg., dty of Ashland. 
Ashland, Ky. 4110L 


Mayor, town of Crab Orchard, City 
Hall, Crab Orchard, Ky. 40419. 


Department of Water Resources, 
State Office Bldg., Annapolis, M<L 

Maryland Insurance Department, 301 
West Preston St., Baltimore, Md. 
21201 . 

Division of Water Resources, Water 
Resources Commission, State Office 
Bldg., 100 Cambridge St., Boston, 
Mass. 02202. 

Massachusetts Division of Insurance, 
100 Cambridge St., Boston, Mass. 
02202 . 


Water Resources Commission, Bureau 
of Water Management, Stevens T. 
Mason Bldg., Lansing, Mich. 48926. 
Michigan Insurance Bureau, ill North 
Mosmar Si., Lansing, Mich. 48913. 
i -do...... 


Mayor, City Hall, town of Oakland, 
Oakland, Md. 21550. 


Chairman, Board of Selectmen, town 
of Lenox, Town Hall, Lenox, Mass. 
01240. 


Chairman, Planning Board, town of 
East Longmcadow, 00 Center 
Square, East Longmcadow, Mass. 
01028. 

Supervisor, Lincoln Tovrnship, Stand- 
ish, Mich. 48658. 


Mayor, city of St. Louis, 8t. Louis. 
Mich. 48880. 


i.-.-do.. 


Mississippi Research and Develop¬ 
ment Center, P.O. Box Drawer 
2470, Jackson, Miss, 39205. 

Mississippi Insurance Department, 
810 Wool folk Bldg., P.O. Box 79 
Jackson, Miss. 39205. 

Water Resources Board, P.O. Box 271, 
Jefferson City, Mo. 65101. 

Division of Insurance, P.O. Box 690, 
Jefferson City, Mo. 65101. 

. Division of Water Resources, Depart¬ 
ment of Conservation and Natural 
Resources, Nye Bldg., Carson City, 
Nov. 89701. 

Nevada Insurance Division, Depart¬ 
ment of Commerce, Nye Bldg., 
Corson City, Nev. 89701. 


City Manager, city of Cadillac, City 
Hall, Cadillac, Mich. 4960L 

City Hall, Clinton. Miss. 28056... 


Mayor, city of Cole Camp, City Hall, 
Colo Camp, Mo. 65325. 


City Council, City Hall, city of Fal¬ 
lon, 65 West Williams 8t., Fallon. 
Ncv. 89406. 


Do; 


Do. 


DO; 

Do. 


Da 


Da 


Da 

Do. 


Do. 


Da 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Da 


Da 


Da 
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Bute 


County 


Location Map No; 


State map repository 


Local map repository 


Effective d:»te 

of idenUiicatioi! 
of area* which 
have special 
flood hazards 


. T _ n — - Bloomffnirg. H *10351 tJl-- 

K«w J eraey- - trough J. 


_s Unrean of Water Control, Deimitnwrtt Mayor. I*** 11 #} * I> °* 


Po.-^r-gg 

Nevr York.-s^s Cayuga. 


gjgth Hackee- H *40515 01... 
sack, town ot 

Cato, viUafe oL.; H 260100 0 L- 


of Environmental Protection. P.O. 
Box 1300, Tranton, N.J. OKSL 
New Jersey department ef Insur¬ 
ance, State House Annex, 

N.J. 08035. 

.do.. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Iiviufston— 


, Nassau.. 


Do,....'.;»; ^ 


- - Tompkins... 


_Bpringwalet, 

town oL 

s_ Woltflor, village 

Of. 


Great Neck 
Estates, village 
eL 

Manor ITaven, 
village of. 


H *00300 m.. 

through 
H 360390 04 
H 3604*7 01 
through 
n 360437 0-2 
11 360400 01 . 


, New York State I>ei>artment af En¬ 
vironmental Conservation, Divi¬ 
sion of Resources M;ui*geu*eut 
Services. Albany. N.Y. 12301. 

New York State Insurance Depart¬ 
ment. 123 William St., Now York, 
N.Y. 10038. 

..do.. 


St., WleomSbtirg. NJ. 08804. 


Mayer, town of South Hackensack, 
65 Central Ave., Hackensack. N4. 
07602. 

Cato Village Board, village of Cato, 
South St., Cato, N.Y. 1*03*. 


.do.. 


H 360479 m. 


H *60563 01- 


North., 

Carolina 


Ohio. 


Oregon.. 


FiU- 


Waterville, 
village of. 

. Ulymes, town oL. IT 360854 01 
through 
H 360854 03 

, Van Ktten, n 360145 01.. 

village of. 

Greenville, cit y of. n 370191 01 


, Town Supervisor, town Of Spring- 
water, Springwater N.Y. 14560. 

. Town Board, village of Webster, Town 
Hall, 1000 Ridge ltd., East Webster, 
N.Y. 14168. ^ 

rin ..Mayor, vitlage of Great Neck Estates, 

4 At water Plan, Great Neck, N. 1C 
11023. _ 

de _ ... Mayor, village Of Manor ITaven. 33 

Manor Haven Blvd., Port Wash¬ 
ington, N.Y. 11060. 

ri* .. Mayor. Village Hall, village of Water- 

-- viUft( watarvillc, N.Y. 13480. 

An _ _ Town Supervisor, town ot Ulysses, 

** a . Elm St., Tramansburg, N.Y. 14886. 

Mayor, village of Van Etton, Van 

Elton, N.Y. 14889. 

City Hall. P.0. Box 1905, 201 Wa&t*U 
8 t., Greenville, N.C. 27834. 


.do.. 


. Beutoo.. 


H *70191 06 


OUmdcad Falla, H 399642 01 
city aL through 

11 390042 02 


CorvaQu. city aL- H 410009 01 
through 
H 410909 95 


Do..-.. 


Clackamas..——. Lake Oswego, 
city oL 


Yamhih.. 


B 410018 01 
Hi rough 
H 410018 05 
Now berg. oUy aL. H 410256- 


North Carolina Office of Water and 
Air Resources, Department of 
Natural and Economic Resources, 
P.O.Box 27687. Raleigh, N.C.27811. 

North Carolina Insurance Depart¬ 
ment. P.O. Box 26387, Raleigh. 
N.C. 27011. 

Ohio Department of Natural Re- 
jfourcftft, Fountain Square, Colum¬ 
bus, Ohio 43234. 

Director of Insurance, State of Ohio. 
Department of Insurance, 115 East 
Rich St.. Columbus, Ohie 43215. 

Executive Department. State of 
Oregon, Salem, Oreg. 97319. 

Oregon Insurance Division, Depart¬ 
mental Commerce, 158 12th 8 L NE, 
Salem. Oreg. 97310. 

__do_—-- 


Mayor, city of OkftStead Falla, Oliu- 
stead Falls. Ohio 41138. 


Mayor. City Han, city of Corvallis, 
Corvallis, Oreg. 97330. 


...do.. 


Pennsylvania... Armstrong.— Parker, city of. — H ^42W0 9^01 

H 4209W 02 


City nail, 348 North State St., Lake 
Oswego, Oreg. 97034. 

Mayer, city of Newl*rg, City Hall. 
Newberg, Oreg. 97122. 

Department of Community Affairs. Borough Secretary, city of Parker. 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Parker, Pa. 16049. 

Harrisburg. Pa. 17102. 

Pennsylvania Inaurance Department, 

108 Finance Bldg., llarrlahuig. Pa. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do; 

DO. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do..-. 


ss» Butler.. 


Chlcora, borough 
of. 


Harmony. 

borough of. 

, ~ r - ~ - Zelienople, 

borough of. 



Stale College. 

borough of. 


Marys, 
rough of. 


Do —Schuylkill ___Mlddleport. 

borough of. 

Bp..———— Susquehanna.— New Milford, 


borough of. 

Washington..—^ Stock dale, 

borough of. 
Westmoreland—^. Arnold, city of... 


Bo..; 


1 )o * -a— -^..do.. 
D °----5SV5K^ii.dO.... 


Bolivar, borough 
of. 

South Oreens- 
burg, borough 

Vandergrift, 
borough of. 


JT 49ft>14 ftl 

17120. 

. ---- r - « Butler Countv Planning Commission. 

Do. 

H 429217 61__ 


Court House. Butler Kerough 
Council, borough of Chicora. Uh»- 
oora. Pa 16026. 

Do. 

H 420226 01 —- 

H 420270 01 
through 

II 426279 (B 

ii 4‘>|VI46 

- - dn_ 

. borough Uurmooy, Hammy, 

Pa. 16037. 

-- ~ TiT -= Building Officer. Muirictpol Bldg.. 

Do. 

do 

borough of Zelienople, Zeliciiopie. 

* Pa. 16063. 

------ The State College Municipal Bldg.. 

Do. 

fin 

c/o Borough Engineer, 118 South 
Fraser St., State College, Pa. 16801. 
--- ■ - - Office of the Borough Mauager. 

Do. 

XI YMrlvv 

through 
n 42P146 03 

II A‘WT777 01 

dn 

borough of St. Marys, 319 Erie Ave., 

St. Marys, Pa. 15857. 

----- Mayor, borough of Mlddleport, 

Do. 

11 lAFI 11 vl..... 

H 420815 01 
through 

H 420815 02 
420859 01 

_, An 

. Mlddleport. Pa. 17953. 

-—. . ——-- Bfwroiitrh Council, borough of New 

Do; 


. " Milford, New Milford. Pa. 18834. 

-——.— rr - rr Mavor. borough of Stockdale, Stock- 

Do; 

, H 420870 01 
through 

II 420670 02 

If 1^73 ot 


. dale, Pa. 15483. 

Do; 

(In 

15068. 

-—.- - - - -, Mayor, borough of Bolivar, Washing- 

Do; 

xi 9 ui #ass 

n 420900 01 
through 

H 420900 02 

H 420KVI 01 

.—..dp 

- - ton gt.. Bolivar. Pa. 15923. 

__ __Mayor, 1826 Washington St., through 

Do. 

do 

of South Greensburg, South Greene* 
burg. Pa. 15601, 

—-- Mavor. Municipal Bldg., borough of 

Do; 

through 

II 420904 03 


Vandergrift, Vandergrift, l»a. 15690. 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Suite County Location Map No.- 


State map repository 


Local map repository 


Motive <1ato 
ofideutiQwition 

of areas whJoh 
have special 
flood hazards 


Do.do... Upper Gynedd, 

townslilp of. 

Do.Northampton.Bethlehem, 

township of. 

Do.. Lawrence......... Chenango, town¬ 

ship of. 


II 420H56 01 
through 
H 420056 03 
n 420980 01 
through 
H 420980 16 
11 421029 01 
through 
H 421029 04 


South Carolina. Charlestown. 


Havencl, town of.. IT 5400-13 01 
through 
II 450043 02 


Do.. Chester.Gi-eat Falls, H 450049 01 

towuof. through 

_ „ n 450049 02 

Do.Hampton. .. 4 *-Furmnn, town of.. 11 450098 01 

through 

_ „ H 450098 02 

Do—...... Horry...;_..._Surfsidc Beach_II 460111 01 . 

Tennessee .Dyer.Dyersburg, town H 470047 01 

of. through 

H 470047 05 


Do. 


... Cowan, city of_H 470053 01 

through 
n 470053 03 

Do.™ 


... Oueida, town of... H 470170 01 
through 

H 470170 02 

Texas. 


... Childress, city of.. H 480125 01 
through 

H 480125 05 

Do. 


... Morton, city of H 480127 01 

Vermont... 


... East Montpelier, H 500111 01 
town of through 

11 500111 08 

Do. 


... WYathersfield, H 500156 01 

town of. through 

H 500156 04 
... nope well, city of.. H 510080 01 
through 

H 510080 10 

Virginia- 



Washington.Clark. 


Camas, city of.... 


H 530026 01 



Do. Kittitas. Kittitas, town of., n 530098 01 


do...... Townshi] 


ownship Building, Parkslde PI., 
Box No. 1 , West Point, Pa. 19486. 

Municipal Bldg., 2740 5th 8 t., Bethle¬ 
hem, Pa. 18017. 


.Bhenango Townslilp Municipal Bldg., 

c/o Shenango Township Supervisors, 
900 Allegheny Avc., New Castle, 

South Carolina Resources, p.O. George Tublcvow, Jr., Mayor, town 
Drawer 164, 700 Knox Abbott Dr., of Ravonel, Ravenel, 8.C. 29470. 
Caycc, 8.C. 29033, 

South Carolina Insurance Depart¬ 
ment, 2711 Middleburg St., Colum¬ 
bia, 8.C. 29204. 

.do.—--—..Ernest H. Francis. Mayor, town of 

Great Falls, P.O. Box 177, Great 
Falls, S.C. 29055. 

.do.. L. H. Youmans, Jr., Mayor, town of 

Furman, P.O. Box 56, Furman, 
8 C 29921 ’ 

.do..— City Hall, Highway 17, Surfeide 

_ „ Beach, 8.C. 29577. 

Tcrm^see State Planning Office. 660 Mayor, City Hall, town of Dyersburg, 
Capitol Hill Bldg., Nashville, Tcnn. Dycrburg, Tenn. 38024. 

37219. 

Tennessee Department of Insurance 
and Banking, 114 State Office Bldg., 

Nashville, Tcnn. 37219. 

.do—..... Mayor, city of Cowan, City Hall, 

Winchester, Tenn. 37398. 

.do......_ William Proctor Mayor, town of 

Oneida, City Hall, Oneida, Tenn. 
_ „ 37841. 

Texas Water Development Board, City Manager, City Hall, eity of 
*^7' Ca l jiu d Station, Childress, Childress, Tex. 79201. 

Austin, Tex. 78711. 

Texas Insurance Departtnr.nt, 1110 
Ban Jotinto 8t., Austin, Tex. 78701. 

.do.—..City Manager, City Hall, city of 

_ Morton, Morton, Tex. 79346. 

Management A Engineering Division, Building Inspector Office, City Hall, 
Water Resources, Departme nt, 8tat© Main St., Montpelier, Vt. 05602. 

Office Bldg., Montpelier, Vt. 05602. 

Vcrmontlnsurancc Department,State 
Office Bldg., Montpelier, Vt. 05002. 

.do. Town Manager, town of Weathers Held, 

Weothersfleld, Vt. 

Bureau of Water Control Management, City Manager, City Hall, city of Hooo- 
Stnte Water Control Board, 2nd Hopewell, Va. 23860. 
floor Davenport Bldg., 11 South 

10th 8t., Richmond, Va. 23219. 

Virginia Insurance Deportment. 200 
Blanton Bldg., P.O. Box 1157, Rich¬ 
mond, Va. 23209. 

Department of Ecology, Olympia, City Council, City Hall, Camas. 
Wash. 98501. Wash. 98007. 

Washington Insurance Department, 
insurance Bldg., Olympia, Wash. 

98501. 

.do........ Mayor, City Clerk’s Office, Kittitas, 

Wash. 98934. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do- 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (title XIII of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968), effective Jan. 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, 
Nov. 28, 1968), as amended (secs. 408-410, Pub. L. 91-152, Dec. 24, 19 69) (42 U.S.C. 4001-4127); and Secretary's delegation of authority to 
Federal Insurance Administrator, 34 FR 2680, Feb. 27, 1969) 


Issued: June 25, 1974, 


(FR Doc.74-15208 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am) 


George K. Bernstein, 

Federal Insurance Administrator. 
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(Docket No. FI-3081 

PART 1915—IDENTIFICATION OF SPECIAL HAZARD AREAS 
List of Communities With Special Hazard Areas 

The Federal Insurance Administrator finds that comment and public procedure and the use of delayed effective dates in 
J., the areas of communities which have special flood or mudslide hazards. In accordance with 24 CFR Part 1915, 
„,nH h* contrary to the public Interest. The purpose of such Identifications is to guide new development away from areas 
Joined by flooding. Since this publication is merely for the purpose of informing the public of the location of areas of 
l ^?oi flood hazard and has no binding effect on the sale of flood insurance or the commencement of construction, notice and 
Sc nrocedure are impracticable, unnecessary, and contrary to the public interest. Inasmuch as this publication is not a 
JSnave;rule the identification of special hazard areas shall be effective on the date shown. Accordingly, § 1915.3 is amended 
by adding in alphabetical sequence a new entry to the table, which entry reads as follows: 

§ 1915.3 List of communities with special hazard areas. 


Stats 


County 


Location 


Map No. 


State map repository 


Local map repository 


Effective date 

of Identification 
of arras which 
have special 
flood hazard 


Alabama. 


Halo—ssssss^si— Moundvlllo, town H 01009ft 01 
of. through 

H 010096 02 


AshvfUe, city of.=* H 010186 01 
through 
H 010186 03 
PeU City, city oL- H 010180 01 
through 
H 010189 08 
Pelham, town oLx H XU0193 01 
through 
H 010193 04 
Kotzebue, city oL. H 020059 01 
through 
H 020059 04 



Alabama Development Office, Office 
of State Planning, State Office 
Bldg., 601 Dexter Ave., Mont¬ 
gomery, Ala. 36104. 

Alabama Insurance Department, 
Room 453, Administrative Bldg., 
Montgomery, Ala. 36104. 


.do.. 


.do.. 


Arkansas. 


California. 


. Calhoun.-i 


Calaveras.; 


I Hampton, city of.a H 050023 01. 


ssss Angels Camp 
city of. 


H 060021 01 
through 
H 060021 02 


i Contrg Costa_= Pittsburg, city of.. H 060033 01 

through 
H 060033 03 
Irvine, city of..^ H 060222 01 
through 
H 060222 15 
Laguna Beach, H 060223 01 

city oL through 

H 060223 04 
Santa Ana, city H 060232 01 

o L 


Palm Springs, 
city of. 



Department of Community and Re¬ 
gional Affairs, Division of Com¬ 
munity Research and Planning, 
Pouch B. Juneau. Alaska 99601. 

Alaska Division of Insurance, Room 
410, Goldstein Bldg., Pouch D, 
Juneau, Alaska 99801. 

_ Division of Soil and Water Resources, 
State Department of Commerce, 
1920 West Capitol Ave., Little Rock, 
Ark. 72201 

Arkansas Insurance Department, 
400 University Tower Bldg., Little 
Rock, Ark. 72204. 

Department of Water Resources, P.O. 
Box 388, Sacramento, Calif. 05802. 

California Insurance Department, 107 
South Broadway, Los Angeles, 
Calif. 90012. 


Mayor, town of Moundvlllo, Mound- June 21, 1974. 
viUe, Ala. 35474. 


Mayor, City Hall, city of AsliviUe, Do; 
AshviUe, Ala. 35953. 

. Mayor, city of Pell City, 19051st Ave. Do. 
North, PeU City. Ala. 35125. 

Mayor, Box 277, City nail, town of Do. 
Pelham, Pelham, Ala. 35124. 

Mayor, city of Kotzebue, Kobuk Do. 
Borough, Kotzebue, Alaska99752. 


Mayor, city of Hampton, City Office, Do. 
Hampton, Ark. 71744. 


Mayor, City Hall, city of Angels Do; 
Camp., Calif. 95222. 


Mayor, City nail, city of Pittsburg, Do; 
Pittsburg, CaUf. 94566. 


through 

H 060232 10 

H 060233 01 

?_do. 

through 

H 060233 05 

H 060235 01 

s-i-~do.. 

through 

H 060*235 03 

H 060257 01 

-....do.. 

through 

H 060257 27 

H 060274 01 

KX-.dO.. 


.. • • .do 


through 
H 060274 09 

. San Luis Obispo.. Grover City, H 060306 01 
city of. through 

H 060306 02 

: Santa Barbara..?. Carpinteria, H 000332 01. 
city of. 

: Tulare..?. s .s. X5 .. Tulare, city of..... H 065065 01 

through 
n 065065 07 


i....do...r.r.?.r.^r. Mayor, city of Irvine, P.O. Box DZ, 

Irvine, Calif. 92864. 

.....do.Mayor, city of Laguna Beach, City 

Hall, 605 Forest Ave„ Laguna 
Beach, Calif. 92651. 

.....^ Mayor, city of Santa Ana, 20 Civic 

Center Plaza, Santa Ana, CaliL 
92701. 

.Seal Beach Administration Bldg., 211 

8th St., Seal Beach, Calif. 90740. 

.s?.Mayor, city of Tustln, 110 West 2d St., 

Tustin, Calif. 92680. 

-;.r.r.;..... Department of Building and Planning, 
City Hall, 3200 Tahqulty McCaUum 
St. Palm Springs, CaUf. 92262. 
.sr. ;;R g;^ Public Works Department, city of 
Fontana. P.O. Box 518, Fontana, 
Calif. 92335. 

i Mayor, City nail, city of Grover City, 
154 South 8th St., Grover City, 
Calif. 93433. 

Carpinteria City Hall, city of Car¬ 
pinteria, G01 Maple Ave., Car¬ 
pinteria, CaUf. 93012. 

; Mayor, city of Tulare, Tulare, Calif. 
93274. 


... .do... 


.do..... . ^ 




Do; 


Do. 


Do; 


Do; 


Do; 


Do; 


Do* 


D9. 


Do; 


Do; 
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State 


County 


Location 


Map No. 


State map rojxisitory 


Local map repository 


Colorado, 


Connecticut.Lichfield. s . 


Delaware.Sussex. 


Hotchkiss, town H 000044 01. 
at 


Litchfield, town H 0000*7 01 
of through 

H 0U0O17 10 


Do..™ 
Florida.. 


-;-do.. 

Broward 


Colorado Water Conservation Board, 
Room UK, 1845 Sherman St., Denver 
Colo. 802U2L 

Colorado IMvisfon of Insurance, 100 
Stale Office Bldg., Denver, Coki. 
80203. 

Department of Environmental Prot.cc- 
tron, Division of Wuter and Related 
Resources, Room 207, State Offie* 
Bldg., Hartford, Conn. Orttia 
Connecticut Insurance Department, 
Stale Capitol BUlg., 105 Capitol 
Ave.. Hartford, Conn. 00115. 
Division of Soil and Water Conserva¬ 
tion, Department of Natural Re¬ 
sources and Environmental Control, 
Tatjiall Bldg., Capital Complex, 
Dover, Del. 19001. 

Delaware ImnrwM* Department, 21 

- . . . . _ _ The Green, Dover, Del. 1W0I. 

.Seaford, city of_n 100048 01 ... do..., _ 


Millsboro, town of. n 100013 01 
through 
II 1 Out M3 03 


Sea Ranch Lakes, It 120058 6t. 
village of. 


Do..;; 

Do..;. 

Georgia... 


■do.Tamarac, city of.. II 120053 01. 


Department of Community Affairs, 
2571 Executive Center Circle East, 
Howard Bldg., Tallaliasse, Fla. 

32301. 

State of Florida Insurance Depart¬ 
ment. Treasure's Office, The Cap¬ 
itol, Tallahassee, Fla. 32304. 

• -do. .... 


Mayor, City Hah, City of Hotchkiss. 
Hotchkiss, Colo. 81419. 


Worden, town of Litchfield, P.O. 
cA> Clerk, Litchfield, Conn. 06759. 


Town Manager, Town Office, P.O, 
Box 460. town of Mlllsburo. Mills- 
boro, Del. 19966. 


Manager, city oX Seaford, Sea/ord, Del 
19973. 

Village Office and Police Station. No. 

1 Gate House Rd., village of Sea 
Ranch Lakes, Fla. 


Do.... 
Idaho_ 


De Soto. .Arcadia, cRy of... II 120073 01 

through 

„ .. II 12(1073 02 

Cobb.....Marietta, city 11 130228 01 

through 
H 130220 10 


Habersham.Clarkesvillo, city H 130103 01. 

of. 

Bonner.—..Saudpoiui, city oL II 100025 01. 


.. -do„ 


Department of Natural Resources, 
Office of Planning and Research, 
270 Washington 8t. SW., Room 7U7, 
Atlanta, Ga. 30334. 

Georgia Insurance Department, State 
Capitol, Atlanta, Ua. 30334. 

.do... . 


Department of Water Administration, 
State flonse. Annex 2; Boise, Idaho 


Do.. 

Do.. 

Do... 


Clearwater.Tierce, city of.H 1600*8 01. 

Gem.Emmett, city of... II 180083 01. 


Idaho Department of Insurance, 
Room 3)6, Stulehousc, Boise, Idaho 
83707. 

.do... 


... Washington .Wdser, city of..... H 100124 01 

through 

, tI1 , ^ M 160124 03 

Illinois.......... Cook...... Homewood, H 17O1O0O1 

Tillage of. through 

II 170109 03 


.do—.. 

V 

.do.. 


Mayor, City Hall, city of Clarkesville, 
Clarkesvillo, da. 30523. 

Mayor. City HaU, city of Sandpohu, 
Kandpofnt, Idaho 83864. 


Mayor, city of Pierce, Pierce, Idaho 

Mayor, City Hall, city of Emmett, 
Emmett, Idaho 83617. 

Mayor, city of Wdser, Wdser, Idaho 
83672. 


Do..;.;...do--.... Oak Forest, 

dty of. 

Do-...... Lake-—-Fox Lake, village 

of. 

Do—Vermilion .Tilton, village of. 

Do-Tazewell.. East Peoria, 

dty of. 

Do..i^.^r.«; Cook. 

Po.a.K^K McLean_ 

Ind Lana... Knox.Vincennes, dty of. 


II 170136 01 

through 
li 170136 0-1 
H 170362 01 
through 
H 170362 02 
II 170670 30 

II 170649 01 
through 
H 17064?) 06 
H 170118 01.. 


Governor’s Task Force on Flood Village of Homewood, Engineering 
I> 0 * Box 47 $* W- Department, Village {Hall, 2020 

T _ _ ChcMimt R<L, Homewood, 11L6013U. 

Illinois Insurance Department, 525 
W'est Jefferson St ., Springfield. IIL 
62702. 

--do......Ronald A. FeWnrr, Cttr Manager, 

city of Oak Forest, 1.5601 South 
Cioero Avc., Oak Forest, III. (10452. 

.«R>—...Mayor, villngr of Fox Lake. 50 Ernest 

Ave., Fox Lake, III. 60020. 


_do. 


. Lincoln wood, 
village of. 


Normal, town of.. H 170502 01 
through 

II 170502 05 
U 180120 01. 


.do.. 

.do.. 


..Mayor, City Hall, dty of Tilton, 

Tilton, III. 61832. 

....... City Council, 201 North Main, East 

Peoria, IH. 61611. 

-- President, village of LIncolnwood, 

fll)W North Keeler Ave., Lincoln- 
wood, HI. 60616. 

-Mayor, city of Normal, Normal, 111. 

61761. 


Do....;;;;;. Monroe., 


... Bloomington, II 180169 01 
etty of. through 

n 180169 00 


. Division of Water, Department of 
Natural Resources, 608 State Office 
Bldg., Indianapolis, In<L 46204. 
Indiana Insurance Department. 509 
State Office Bklg., Indianapolls, 

Iml. 46204. 

x-do.. 


Mayor, City HaU, city of Vlnceuues, 
\ ineennea, Ind. 47591. 


City of Bloomington. Planning Com¬ 
mission Municipal Bldg., Bloom¬ 
ington, Ind. 47401. 


Effective <lat. 
of ldcmifl^{j 0ll 
of areas vrlffvh 
have sfx-d t\ 
flood hazards 


Do. 


D*k 


■ R. 1). Castenholtz. City Manager, 
city of Tamarac, 5210 Rock Island 
Rd., Tamarac, Fta. 33313. 

City Council, City HaU, dty of 
Arcadia, Arcadia, Flo. 33821. 

Mayor, dty of Marietta, Marietta, Ga. 
30060. 


Do. 


Da. 

Do, 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Da. 


Do. 

Dn. 

Do. 

Dtr. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
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sut« 


County 


Location 


Map No. 


State map repository 


Local map repository* 


Effective date 
of identification 
of areas which 
have special 
flood hazards 




Adams--~i- Corning, city of... H 190002 01.;., 


Do..nr-~ Franklin..Hampton, city of- 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Ilardin.- 

Jasper-——-; 
Jonas.— 


Do.— 

Do.......... 

Linn.< 

Wright——i—-- 


Cloud. ( 

I^jdonfl.. 

Allen Parish.< 

Maine. 

Androscoggin. 

Do. 

DO...;. 

Aroostook. 

.do.—.. 

Do. 

Cumberland. 

Massachusetts... 

. nampden. 

Do.. 

. Hampshire 

Do. 


Do.. 

. Norfolk. 

Do. 

.. ....do. .*....... 

Do. 

- Worcester—*.. 

Michigan.. 

. Arenac. 


, Aldon, town of- 

. Kellogg, town of— 

. Oxford Junction, 
town of. 

Coggon, town of— 

Dows, town of- 

G lasco, city of. 


n 100131 oi 

through 
H 190131 02 
H 100138 01.. 

H 190164 01.. 

H 100177 01.. 


. Iowa Natural Resources Council. 
James W. Grimes Bldg., Dcs 
Moines, Iowa 30319. 

Iowa Insurance Department, Lucas 
State Office Bldg., Des Moines, 
Iowa 50319. 

..-.do .—. 


.do._ 

..do.. 

.do.. 


H 190189 01.. 
H 190305 01.. 
H 200061 01- 


.do.. 

-do.. 


Mayor. City Hall, city of Corning, 
Corning, Iowa 50811. 


Mayor. City Hall, city of Hampton, 
202 1st Ave. NW., Hampton, Iowa 
50141. 

Mayor, town of Alden, Municipal 
Bldg., Alden, Iowa 50000. 

Mayor, town of Kellogg, Kellogg. Iowa 
50135. 

Mayor, City Hall, town of Oxford 
Junction, Oxford Junction, Iowa 
52323. 

Mayor, Town Hall, town of Coggon. 
Coggon, Iowa 52218. 

Mayor, town of Dows, Dows, Iowa 
50071. 


Obcrlln, city of_H 220012 01. 


of 


of. 


through 
H 230003 05 


through 
II 230038 05 
H 230010 01 
through 
H 230040 (H 
H 230049 01 
through 
H 230049 06 
H 250140 01 
through 
n 250140 06 


uwf i • 

Division of Water Resources, State Mayor, City Hall, city of Glasco, 
Board of Agriculture, Topeka, Glasco, Kans. 67745,- 
Kans- 66612. 

Kansas Insurance Department, 1st 
floor. State House, Topeka, Kans. 

State Department of Public Works, 
p.O. Box 44155, Capitol Station, 

Baton Rouge, La. 70804. 

Louisiana Insurance Department, Box 
44214, Capitol Station, Baton 
Rouge. La. 70804. 

Maine Soil and Water Conservation 
Commission. State House, Augusta, 

Maine 04330. , . 

Maine Insurance Department, Capitol 
Shopping Center, Augusta, Maine 
01330. 

_do. 


Mayor, City Hall, city of Oberlin, 
Obcrlin, La. 70655. 


Chairman. Selectmen, town of Leeds, 
Leeds, Maine. 


. 1st Selectman, Town Office, town of 

Westfleld, Westfield, Maine 14787. 

h 0 . . . .1st Selectman, town of Woodland, 

. . Caribou, Maine 04736. 

do . Planning Board, town of Harrison, 

. . Harrison, Maine 04040. 


II 250157 01 
through 
H 250157 04 
II 250160 01 
through 
II 250160 06 
U 250251 01 
through 
H 250251 06 
... Wellesley, town of. H 250255 01 
through 
If 250255 05 
H 250323 01 
through 
H 250323 10 
Sims, township of. H 260015 01 
through 
H 260015 04 


Belchertown, 
towu of. 

Easthnmpton, 
town of. 

Randolph, town 
of. 


North Brookfield, 
town of. 


Division of Water Resources, W’ater 
Resources Commission, State Office 
Bldg., 100 Cambridge St., Boston, 
Mass. 02202. 

Massachusetts Division of Insurance, 
100 Cambridge St., Boston, Mass. 
02202. 

.do. 


..do. 

.do. 


Chairman, Planning Bd., Town Hall, 
town of nampden, Hampden, Mass. 
01036. 


Chairman, Planning Bd., Town nail, 
town of Belchertown, Belchertown, 
Mass. 01007. 

Chairman, Planning Bd., town of 
Kasthampton, Easthanipton, Mass. 
01027. 

Chairman, Board of Selectmen, town 
of Randolph, Randolph, Mass. 


ivonen « omeu, v-ierv. ouua 
shlp. Town Hall. AuOrea, Mich. 
48703. 


Do.-.-v. 

Do..—. 

Do—.. 

Do—; 


..... Berrien.***.—;-.;. Niles, township of. H 260041 01 

through 


■.«....£.d0— 
Oceana..*. 
Berrien. ** — 


Royalton, Town¬ 
ship of. 

Pentwater, town¬ 
ship of. 


, Shoreham, village 
of. 


H 260011 11 
H 260043 01 
through 
H 260043 07 
H 260183 01 
through 
H 260183 05 
H 260280 01.. 


do .Planning Board, 324 Washington St., 

. town of Wellesley, Wellesley, Mass. 

02181. 

do .Chairman, Board of Selectmen, Town 

Hall, town of North Brookfield, 
North Brookfield, Mass. 01535. 

Water Resources Commission, Bureau Robert Cornell, Clerk, Sims Town- 
of Water Management, Stevens T. 

Mason Bldg. 

Michigan Insurance Bureau, 111 
North nomer St., Lansing, Mich. 

^io 3, ..Supervisor, Niles Township Hall, 320 

. . Bell Rd., Niles, Mich. 49120. 

do .Otto Jasper, Clerk, Royalton Town¬ 

ship, Route 2, Box 369, St. Joseph, 

• Mich. 49085. 

do .Pentwater Village Hall, village of 

Pentwater, Pentwater, Mich. 49449. 


.do.. 


. Janet nelsloy. Clerk, village of Shore- 
ham, 2185 North Hanley Rd., St. 
Joseph. Mich. 49065. 


Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
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State 


County 


Location 


Wap Now 


Stole map repository 


Local map rei>osltory 


Effective 4*. 
of identification 
of areas wfejrh 

tmvo 

flood hazards 


Minnesota.._Crow Wing. 


Do.. . Morrison_ 

Do..Nicollet_ 

Do.......... Sibley. — 

Do......Hennepin__ 


Braincrd, city of.. H 370010 01 
through 
II 27001*3 03 


Mississippi.. Bolivar. 


; Little Falls, H 270229 01 

city of. 

. 8L Peter,city of.. II 270317 01 
through 

, T! 270317 05 

: Gibbon, city of... II 270439 01. 

Wayzatn, city of... If 270188 01 
through 

_ IT 270188 04 

Duncan, town of.. JI 280017 01 


Do. 

Itawamba. 

. Mantachle, town 

II 28*1082 0l„, 

Do. 

Rankin. 

of. 

. Pearl, city of__ 

II 280115 01 
through 

Do. 

Tippah. 

. Blue Mountain, 

II 2S0145 oi 

H 280172 01 ... 

Missouri_... 

Jackson . 

town of. 

Lee’s Summit, 
city of. 

II 290174 01 
through 

H 200174 15 

Do..—.... 

Marion and Ralls. 

Hannibal, city of.. 

H 290223 01 
through 

Nebraska....;;. 

Sarpy. 

La Vista, city of.. 

H 290223 06 

11 310192 01 
through 

II 810192 03 

New Jersey. 

Burlington. 

Drlanco, town of— 

H 310093 01 
tiirough 

11 340093 02 

Do......^. 

Camden_ 

Audubon Park, 
borough of. 

11 3444122 01... 


Division o« V'tttws Sotb ami Min- Office ot the City BnfH—. <*_ 
orals. Department of Natural K«. Brmirwrtl, aty Jlnll l r,Tn 
•Mire.-. Centennial Office Bldg., Minn, wioi. * ' JinU "* rd - 

bt. Paul, Miiin. 55101. 

Minnesota Division of Insurance. R- 
210 State office Bldg., St. Paul 
Minn. 55101. 

. d0 . .CUy Manager, elly of Littlo Foils, 

Little FaJLs, Minn. 58345. 

........................ C.ity t lei k-AdkiiiuiN t tutor. MuiJrinul 

cl t y.. of St. Peter, Box 270, 

, St. Peter, Minn. 56082. 

. 10 .— Mayor, Municipal Bldg., 1021 1st 

• Ave», Uthbon. Minn. 55335. 

. 1 . Mavor, dty of Way rata, 000 Rice St.. 

Way sola, Minn. 55391. * 

- "SBtJSff of »—•*. 

Jackson, Miss. 30206. 

Mississippi Insurance Department. !*10 
Woolfolk Bldg., P.O. Box 79, Jack- 
soii. Miss. 30205. 

.—.—- - Mavor, town of Mantachle, Mautochie 

Miss. 38N55. ’ 

Mayor, city of Pearl, Pearl, Miss. 30206. 


-do.. 


.Mayor, town of Blue Mountain, Blue 

Water Resources Board, P.O. Box 271, Lee’s timnii'fc City Hall 220 South 
Jeffen* 01 ! ( ity. Mo. tl610l. Main, lice’s Sinmit, Mo! 64CK*3 

Di visum of Insurance, P.O. Box dun ' v * wu,s *- 

Jefferson City, Mo. 65101. 

...City of Hannibal, City null, Hannibal, 

Mo. 63-101. ’ 


-do*. 


Nebraska Nutnral Resources Com¬ 
mission. P.O. Box 94725, Stato 
House Station, Lincoln, Nebr. 6850». 
Nebraska Insurance Depart meat. 1335 
I- St., Lincoln, Nebr. 68509. 

Bureau ofWater Control, 1 Apartment 
of Environmental Protection, P.O. 
Box 1390, Trenton, N J. 08625. 

New Jersey Department of Insurance, 
State House Annex, Trenton. NJ. 
08625. 


Omalm Corns of Engineers, Chief 
blood Plain Blanch, city of La 
\ feta, Omaha, Nebr. 68104. 

Mayor, Municipal Bldg., town of 
Delanco, N.J. 06075. 


Do.do.Mount Ephraim, 

thorough of. 


H 340140 01_do.. 


Do.Essex_ 


... West Orange, 
town oL 


Do....;.Morris-- Tarsi ppany-Troy 

Hills, township 


of. 


Do—......... Salem--Woodstown, 

_ „ borough of. 

Do-Somerset-...... Green brook, 

township of. 

Do.—— Union-..— Weaifieid, town of. 

Do.—.. Warren-.. Oxford, town of... 

New Mexico-Lea.Tatum, town of-.. 


H 340197 01 
through 
II 340197 05 

II 340355 01 
through 
H 340365 00 
H 310426 01. 

II 340135 01 
Ihrough 
H 340435 04 
II 310478 01 
through 
II 340478 03 
II 310492 01 
through 
II 340492 02 
11 350083 01.. 


.—<lo.. 


-do...... 


.do.. 

.do............ . 


.-do.. 


Do.....^. 

New York.^. 


Rio Arriba_ 

Allegany__ 


... Esponola, city of.. H 350052 01 
through 
H 350052 06 
■— Andover, village H 860022 01 
ot. through 

H 360022 02 


.. Slate Engineer's Office, Bataan Me¬ 
morial Bldg., Santa be, N. Meg. 
87501. 

New Mexico Department of Insur¬ 
ance, P.O. Box 1269, Santa F«. N. 
Mex. 87501. 

w—do----- 


- Mayor, borough of Audubon Park, 5 

Pelf.an Dr., Audubon Park, N.J. 
08106. * 

. Mayor, borough of Mount Ephraim, 
121 South Black Horse Pike, Mount 
Ephraim, N.J. 08059. 

. Town Engineer, Engineering Divi¬ 
sion, Department of Public Works, 
Town Hall,66 Main St., West Orange, 
N.J. 07062. 

. Clerk’s Office, township of Farsip- 
pany-Troy Hills, Municipal Bldg.. 
Hiverdaie, NJ.07157. 

. Mayor, Borough Hall, borough of 
Woodstown, Woods town, NJ. 08091. 

- Tawuehin C lerk. Crcunhrook Town¬ 

ship, Municipal Bldg.. Ill Green- 
brook Rd., Greenbrook. N.J. 08812. 

. Mayor, town of Westfield. 425 East 
Broad 6L r Wotficld, N.J. 070t>0. 

. Mayor, town of Oxford, Washington 
Ave., Oxford, N.J. 07863. 

Mayor, City Hall, town of Tatum, 
Tatum, N. Mex.88267. 


New York State Department of En¬ 
vironmental Conservation, Division 
of Resources Management Services, 
Bureau of Water Management, Al¬ 
bany, N.Y. 12201. 

New York State Insurance Depart¬ 
ment. 123 William St., New York, 
N.Y. 1UU38. 


-Mayor, city of EspanoJa, P.O. Drawer 

37, Espunala, N, Mex. 87532. 


Andover Village Office, 4 \l«dn St^ 
Andover, N.Y. 14806. 


Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do- 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
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24613 


8tat© 


County 


Location 


Map No. 


Stato map repository 


Local map repository 


Effective d»t< 
of identification 
of areas which 
have specia 
flood hazards 


Cattaraugus- 

, Dutchess- 

. JefTorson. 

, Nassau. 

. Saratoga. 

. Schonectody- 


East OUo, town 
of. 

Fiftlikiil, village 
of. 

H 360067 01 
through 

H 360067 11 

H 360218 01 
through 

H 360218 02 

TT 5MVVMQ HI 

_do. 


mm-t ^ .. 

.do. 


Rodman, town of- 

XI OUtATll# V* 

through 

H 360349 03 

11 HI 

......do....... 


Kings Point, 
village of. 

XX oWtiO 




Stillwater, town 
ot 

Rotterdam, town 
of. 


Sullivan_ForestbUTg. town 

of. 

. Sullivan___Highland, town of. 

. Tioga_. Barton, town of-- 

Ulster..Rochester, town of. 

. Westchester.- Green burgh, 

town of. 

. Oneida..Camden, village 

Mamance_Burlington, city 

of. 


n 300731 01 
through 
n 300731 06 
H 360740 01 
tli rough 
Tl 360710 17 
Lindley, town oL. II 300778 01 
through 

_ H 800778 0B 

H 360820 01 
through 
II 360820 07 
H 860822 01 
through 
II 860822 06 
11 360832 01 
through 
II 360832 05 
II 300«6i 01 
through 


..do.. 


.do- 


.....do............. 

.... .do.... ... .. .... 

.do.. 

.do_ 

do—. 


H 360861 07 
H 360011 01 
through 
IT 360011 06 
H 360093 01 
through 
n 360993 02 
II 370002 01 
ttirough 
H 370002 05 


.do. 

.do.. 


ipervisor, town of East Otto, rural 
delivery. East Otto, N.Y. 11729. 

..Mayor, village of Fishklll. 104 Main 

St., FishkiU, N.Y. 12524. 

Supervisor, town of Rodman, Rod- 
man, N.Y. 13682. 

Mayor, village of Kings Point, 32 
Steppingstone Lane. Kings Point, 
N.Y. 11024. 

....... Supervisor, town of Stillwater, c/o 

Board of Supervisors, Municipal 
Center, Balls ton Spa, N.Y. 12020. 

_Engineering Department, Town Ilall, 

town of Rotterdam. Vinewood Ave., 
Rotterdam, N.Y. 12306. 

_Town Clerk, Town Hall, 575 State 

Rd.. Lindley, N.Y. 14858. 

i Town Supervisor, town of Forestburg, 
Cuddobackville, N.Y. 12729. 

..Town Supervisor, town of Highland, 

Eldred, N.Y. 12732. 

_Supervisor, town of Barton. Waverly, 

N.Y. 14892. 

.Town Supervisor, town of Rochester, 

Accord, N.Y. 12401. 

.Supervisor, town of Greenburgb, Box 

205, Klmsford, N.Y. 10523. 

_Supervisor, Town Barn, village of 

Camden, Camden, N.Y. 13316. 


Do. Catawba_Conover, town of. n 370053 01.. 

Do..Caldwell_Rbodhlsa, town of. H 370041 01.. 

Bo_Davidson_Lexington, city of. H 370081 01 

throur 
H 370081 

Do..._Gaston... McAdonville, city H 370101 01 

of. 

Do__Madison..Marshall, town of— H 370154 01 

through 
H 370154 02 

Do.—..——. Mecklinburg...— Pinevllle, towu of. H 370160 01. 
Do..——.. Orange and Chapel Hill, town H 370180 01 

«x. 

... Sainpqrt n —-t.t--. -_ Garland, city of-ia n 370221 51- 
.— Washington...—— Roper, town of—; H 370250 01- 


North Carolina Office of Water and 
Air Resources. Department of 
Natural and Economic Resources, 
P.O.Box27687, Raleigh, N.C.27811. 
North Carolina Insurance Deport¬ 
ment, P.O. Box 26387, Raleigh. 
N.C. 27611. 

.do. 


Mayor. City Hall, city of Burlington, 
Burlington, N.C. 27215. 



Do--, 

Do.—; 


Do--—— Watauga., 
Do-=w._do_ 


^ Blowing Rock, 
town of. 

isi Boone, town of. 


North Dakota.. Burke..;.. 


Ohlo.-..^^— Athens.—; 


... Columbus, city 
of. 


H 370252 01-—. 

; H 370253 01 t 

tli rough 
H 370253 02 
U 380015 01..— 


Chaunooy, village H 390017 01. 
of. 


Do..= 


Butler..ss 


Middletown, city 
oL 


H 390040 01 
through 
n 890040 07 

Do....^^; Cuyahoga—Strongsville, city II 390132 01 
of. through 

B H 390132 08 

Do..«c- Erie, Ban dusky, city H 390156 01 

at through 

n H 390156 07 

Do.^«s 5 ss Fairfield ..c y g i. qgz Bremen, village H 390160 01. 

Do.. — Knox — — South Mount H 390312 01. 

Vernon, village 
of. 


Mayor, town of Conover, Conover, 
N.C. 28613. 

Mayor, City Hail. Rhodhiss, N.C. 
28667. 

City Manager, city of Lexington, 
Lexington, N.C. 27282. 

Mayor, city of McAdenville, McAdett- 
ville, N.O. 28101. 

Mayor, town of Marshall, Marshall, 
N.C. 28753. 

ayoi. 

N.C. 28134. , ^ . 

_- Grants Coordinator, town of Chapel 

Hill, Chapel Hill, N.C. 27514. 

do . - _» Mayor, city of Garland, Garland, 

-- - N.C. 28441. 

_Hn - ---— vt-rx!■=—-=■ Mayor, town of Roper. Muidclpal 

.... Bldg., Roper, N.C. 27970. 

do -- Mayor, town of Blowing Rock, City 

-do-&ui; Blowing Rock, N.C. 28605. 

. do - _ , 7 .. r —^ Mayor, town of Boone, City Hall, 

- Boone, N.C. 28607. 

Stato Water Commission, Stato Office Mayor, city of Columbus, Columbus, 
Bldg., 900 East Boulevard, Bis- N. Dak. 58727. 
marck, N. Dade. 68501. 

North Dakota I nsurance Department, 

Stato Capitol. Bismarck, N. Dak. 

Offio° l bet>artmont of Natural Re- Mayor, village of Chauncey, Chaim* 
sources, Fountain Square, Colum- coy, Ohio 45719. 
bus, Ohio 43224. 

Ohio Insurance Deportment, 115 East 
Rich St., Columbus, Ohio43215. _ . 

_ do , _^_^ City Manager, city of Middletown, 

-- c i t y Bldg., Middletown, Ohio 45042. 


..do.... 


..do....s^s 


..do. 


.■7Tivr;sre;~ 


se;; ; .do . . . .sss 


———= Mayor, city of 8trongsville, 18688 
Royaltou Rd., Strongsville, Ohio 
44136. 

j ggg -mf City Manager, city of Sandusky, City 
Bldg., Saudusky, Ohio 44870. 

i Mayor, village of Bromen, 132 Mul¬ 
berry, Bremen, Ohio 43L07. 
i Mayor, village of South Mount Ver¬ 
non, 70 Columbus Rd., Mount 
Vernon, Ohio 43060. 


Do 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Dow 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

D* 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


State 


County 


Location 


Map No; 


State map repodtory 


Local map repository 



Oregon..rrsT5T=5 Clatsop. 


Sheffield, 

village o L 

Catawba Island, 
township oL 

i Cannon Beach, 
city of. 


H 890354 01 
through 
H 390354 04 
il 390601 01 
through 
H 390601 03 

B 410020 01 
through 
B 410029 02 


. 


Do-.; 

De.. .^ u Jackson. 


ss Dooglas.^^^ Recdsport, 
city of. 


B 410065 01 
through 
H 410065 02 
Central Point, H 410092 01. 
_ , city of. 

Do ..;..v.;. 7.- -do-Jacksonville, B 410005 01 

city of. through 

B 410095 04 

Do.. ^.^.;r;r;r, , do ™ . ;; . -^ .;.; Medford, city of..-; H 410096 01 

through 
H 410096 06 


Executive Department, State of 
Oregon, 8alem, Oreg. 973ia 

Oregon Insurance Division, Deport* 
ment of Commerce, 158 12th NE- 
Salem, Oreg. 97310. 
s^—do_..._ -r- 


do-... 


s. - . .do..... . - • • . ....77;. t 


Do.-r.^ Jackson 
Pennsylvania.— Centre. 


Phoenix, city of... H 410097 01. 


Spring, township H 420269 01 
of. through 

B 420269 04 


Harrisburg, Pa. 17120. 

Pennsylvania Insurance Department, 
106 Finance Bldg., Harrisburg, Pa. 



Erie, city of....;;. B 420449 01 
through 
H 420449 06 
U 420568 01 
through 
H 420568 17 
H 420690 01 
through 
n 420600 04 
II 420700 01 
through 
11 420700 05 


New Castle, city 

oL 

Delaware Water 
Gap, borough 

Eorsham, town¬ 
ship of. 


D0..75S=^= 


Do.. 


-.do.-.^rr.^^; Lower Morion, 
township of. 


H 420701 01 
through 

_ , B 420701 08 

; Union...-. -; .. - . — Gregg, township H 420830 01 

through 
B 420830 05 
H 420845 01 
tlirough 
B 420845 05 

Westmoreland..... Monessen, city of. B 420887 01 

through 


Gregg, township 
oL 

Do.-;-;.;.;. Washington..;^. Allen port, 

borough of. 

Do.™ 


Bureau of Community Development 
and City Planning, Room 404, 

__ _ Municipal Bldg., Erie, Pa. 16501. 

.....ao....Bureau of Code Enforcement, City 

Bldg., 2d floor, Now Castle, Pa. 

. 16101. 

*"—uo..Mayor, borough of Delaware Water 

Gap, Main 8t., Delaware Water 
__ . Gan, Pa. 18327. 

"—ao....—Horsham Township Manager, Hor- 

sliam Township Municipal Bklg., 
1025 Horsham Rd., Horsham. Pa. 
19044. 

.Township of Lower Merlon. 75 East 

Lancaster Ave., Ardmore, Fa. 19003* 

s;.. .do...Wlfltc Deer Valley Fire Hall, township 

ot Gregg, Allen wood. Pa. 17810. 


■——— .do ........ . ; 


.do. 


Do..;^^;..;..do....Mount Pleasant, 
borough of 

South Carolina. Greenwood..Greenwood, city 

of. 


H 420687 04 
H 420888 01 
through 
H 420888 02 
H 450094 01 
through 
H 450094 05 


• • • ■ .do... ......; ... ;;. . . . 


Do 
Do... 

DO...; 
Do... 
Do_ 


Horry.... 

Kershaw..^;; 

, Marion..^.™ 

. 8 um ter...;_ 

, Williamsburg.. 


; Loris, town of..... H 450106 01. 
. Kershaw, town of. H 450119 01. 


South Carolina Water Resources 
Commission, P.O. Drawer 164, 700 
Knox Abbott Dr., Cayco, S.C, 
29033. 

South Carolina Insurance Depart¬ 
ment, 2711 Middleburg St., Colum¬ 
bia, 8.C. 29301 
.do. .......... 


v™ Mayor, borough of Allenport, Aflen- 
port, Pa. 16412. 

...s; Mayor, city of Monessen, 28 Colonial 
Dr., Monessen,. Pa. 15062. 

■».; Mayor, through of Mount Pleasant, 
202 Ruth Ave., Mount Pleasant, Pa. 
15666. 

James D. Jefferies, Mayor, City Hall, 
city of Greenwood, Greenwood, S.C. 
29646. 


. Nichols, town of.. B 450144 01. 

H 450185 01. 
H 450188 01.. 


. Pinewood, town 
of. 

, Grceleyvillc, 
town of. 


>••••• • do ....;... 

. 

---**■ do. 


Tennessee...^;; Sumner, .xskssc; 


Hendersonville, H 470186 01 
city of. through 

B 470186 07 



»r.r.^. Cclina, city of...;; H 470032 01. 


Tennessee State Planning Office, 660 
Capitol Hill Bldg., Nashville, Term. 
87219. 

Tennessee Department of Insurance 
and Banking, 114 8tate Office Bldg.. 
Nashville, Teun. 37219. 

»■—- -—do - r ii , __ l —iT i- 


Byrds town, city H 470147 01....-.;..... .do 

of. 

Pleasanton, city of. H 480015 01 
through 
H 480015 06 


Do..;.^^. Bastrop.™—Elgin, city of.....; H 480023 01 

tlirough 

_ H 480023 02 

Do....r.;,r. ColMn...^;^^— Prosper, town of.. H 480141 01 

through 
B 480141 02 


Texas Water Development Board, 
P.O. Box 13087, Capitol Station. 
Austin, Tex. 78711. 

Texas Insurance Department, 1110 
San Jacinto 8t., Austin, Tex. 78701. 
.—do.. ... 


O. P. Brearer, Mayor, town of Loris, 
4001 Walnut St., Loris, S.C. 29569. 

; William Hilton, Mayor, Town Hall, 
town of Kershaw, Kershaw, S.C. 
29067. 

; L. L. Hinson, Mayor, City nail, city 
of Nichols, Nichols, 8.C. 29581. 

. Carol Griffin, Mayor, town of Pino* 
wood, Pinewood, S.C. 29125. 

. Henry McCrea, Mayor, P.O. Box 212, 
town of Greeleyvillc, Grecleyville, 
S.C. 290o6. 

City Manager, city of Hendersonville, 

P. O. Box 1006, Hendersonville, 
Tenn. 37075. 


Mayor, City Ball, city of Cclina, 
Cclina, Tenn. 38551. 

Mayor, City Hall, city of ByrdstowQi 
Byrdstown, Tenn. 38549. 

Mayor, city of Pleasanton, Plcasan* 
ton, Tex. 78064. 


Mayor, city of Elgin, Elgin, Tex. 78621a 


-do... 


.r. Mayor, town of Prosper, Box 16, 
Prosper, Tex. 75078. 


Effective <| t t, 

of IdenUfkatJoj, 

of areas which 
have special 
nood baxarda 


i Mayor, Town Hall, village of Sheffield, 
State Route 254, Lorain, Ohio 44054. 

Catawba Island Township, Com- 
Hall, 3307 Northwest 
Catawba Rd., Port Clinton, Ohio 
43452. 

City Recorder, dtv of Cannon Beach, 
Cannon Beach, 0««. 97110. 


; Mayor, City Hall, city of ReedsiiorL 
Kecdsport, Oreg. 97467. 

■ Mayor, City Hall, city of Central 
Pomt, Central Point, On-g. 97591. 

; Mayor, City Hall, city of Jackson¬ 
ville, Jacksonville, Oreg. 9753a 

r Mayor, City Hall, city of Medford. 
Medford, Oreg. 97501. ’ 

;.....do-Mayor, city of Phoenix, Phoenix, Oreg. 

®Priiig Township Supervisor, Box 
oiPennsylvaiiia, 110D, rural delivery No. 2, Belie- 
Barrisbury, Pa. 1712a fonte, Pa. 16823. 


Da. 

Do; 

Da. 

Do. 

Da. 

D<v 

Da 

Da 

Do, 

Do. 

Da 

Da 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 


Da 

Da 

Do. 

Da 

Da 

Da 


Do; 

Vo* 

Pa 

Da 

Da 
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Sta* 


County 


Map Nei State map repoahacy 


Effect* re date 

of identtflcatioa 
Local map repository of areas which 

hare special 
flood hasards 


..- CoMngswortfL*. Woffington, cftyot. H «01S» 01 Tmn.re .do-«a —-,rr-T- . n «» B °* ***• 

' D| , , CoiMto.«ttr of-j» H «80M» ~ mi - - rr-arrn«^»a-rTT»nCT at OetMt*. Celwrt*. Ton D* 

JL«~ »««——- »—«.-*«*— h 490002 «“ K %XL Mrot Bw ™- bmw< uufc D * 

Capitol Bldg., Room 434, 8 aH Lake 
City, Utah WllL 

Utah Insurance Department, ttS State 

Capitol. Salt Lake Oily, Utah 84H4 j .. _ 

. __wniiutfiiiA rJtvnf n 490031 01 -—— — i din - - --- -----_ _Mayor, LaMar Wright, city ol Welle* Dai 

nn , i ii i— Cache— . m tim r-m WelLvllle,city of- u oi..no- ^ ^ Eagt welLsvtUe. Utah 

8439ft. 

Or^RJi^ Huomoi . -^n-r- Mt ** Do, 

jnu— o«n*—“«*».«y <*--= h«oct»“ —.^ 

T»»l.=-- Washington...^ NoHhMd SL^T&JES; V 

vmae (a H 04 State offloe Bldg., Montpelier. VL 0&G63. 

06602. 

Vermont Insurance Department, 8 tala 
Office Bldg., Montpelier, VL 0W02U _ 

IW— U»«Ut.^™ lohiuoa, towaoL, D MMMI “ 2 £Ej^t? 3 S 2 * **+ 

r r ,^.„ - - --, Molla. dtr af-s. U WWW ” smi P ^ 1U ^ of Ew '*« r - * As#Ua - A * >UU ' W “**‘ °* 

Wasliington Insurance Department, 

Insurance Bldg„ Olympic Wsuhj 

« n~ m n.rW r>tv*»n Rbrtrm II SOOOfVi 01 «- — - ~- -■r*.-r...-..a City Manager, City Halt, city of Dai 

Pi ^aiun Grays Harbor^js Ocean Bhoree, u w. *—uu- O ocan Shaves, P.O, Box 317, Point 

* iy ot H 04 Brown Are. (West Side), Ocean 

uwwocin Shores. Wash. 0846L 

Hg« —*...SR* D ‘ 

Di— M**-* ■ ■■ ««« «-^ ®* 

Bump SnohomWu^^ Em*. otty of... H 8 lo 8 « *~Ao ---- "Z&gtfJ&g* * ““ 

n .-- Whatoom_a^a Sumas. oily oC_^a " SoioJ il-x^.—.-do-;. 7 n.r ; ■ » ■-• « = " ^ 04 BU "“' 

Weil Virginia... Omobrt*™. Ruport, town of- H«|0« « *' ^ 

H M 0 OI 4 02 Charleston, W. va. *1304. 

West Virginia Insurance Department, 

State Capitol, Charleston. W. Va. 

24304. 

*— 8 fstorTUI«, dty of. ***** -=.* > . ■ r - ■ -w,—. ^ *• 

H 440197 02 

Big norn___Oreybull. town of. H 660005 01.™- “w'y^! gSl*. ^ ° r ' !r ’ ,Ul1- ar * ybulU ^ 

Wyo. 82001. 

Department of Insurance, Stale of 
Wyoming, State Offloe Bldg., Chey¬ 
enne, Wyo. WOOL 

(National Flood Iusuranoo Act of 1008 (title XIH of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968), effective Jan. 98. 1969 (88 FR 17804. 
Not. 28. 1968). as amended (eeca, 408-410, Pub. L. 91-152, Dec. 24, 1969) (42 UB.O. 4001-4127); and Secretary's delegation of authority to 
Federal Insurance Administrator, 84 PR 2680, Peb. 27, 1969) 

Issued; June 25, 1974. ^ _ _ 

• George K. Bernstein, 

Federal Insurance Administrator. 

|PR Doc.74-15210 PUed 7-8-74;8:45 am| 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Title 41—Public Contracts and Property 
Management 

CHAPTER 9—ATOMIC ENERGY 
COMMISSION 

l AECPR Temp. Reg. 6] 

PART 9-1—GENERAL 

Value Engineering Incentive Programs 

1. Purpose . This regulation establishes 
AEC policy and procedure concerning 
use of value engineering incentive tech¬ 
niques in the procurement of construc¬ 
tion contracts for AEC buildings and 
facilities. 

2. Effective date. This regulation is ef¬ 
fective July 5, 1974. 

3. Expiration date. This regulation will 
remain in effect until cancelled and re¬ 
placed by a permanent AEC Procure¬ 
ment Regulation. 

4. Applicability. The provisions of this 
regulation apply to both direct AEC pro¬ 
curements and to cost-type contractor 
procurements where the criteria for ap¬ 
plication of value engineering incentive 
techniques are present. 

5. Background. The Comptroller Gen¬ 
eral, in B-l63762, among other things, 
concluded that there is a need for in¬ 
creased use of value engineering cost 
saving techniques in Federal construc¬ 
tion. The report recommended that all 
Federal construction agencies: 

(1) Establish value engineering incen¬ 
tive programs, (2) Develop a uniform and 
easily understandable incentive clause 
that (1) can be readily Inserted into 
construction contracts and (ii) contains 
specific sharing ratios for contractors 
and subcontractors for both initial and 
collateral cost savings, (3) Include the 
uniform incentive clause in all construc¬ 
tion contracts over a minimum amount, 
such as $10,000, and (4) Increase efforts 
to promote contractor and subcontractor 
participation in incentive programs. 
During the GAO study a review was 
made of AEC construction activities to 
determine potential application of value 
engineering incentive programs within 
AEC. Many AEC projects require exten¬ 
sive engineering studies and develop¬ 
ment to assure safe and reliable opera¬ 
tions or are of a developmental nature 
which extends the present state-of-the- 
art, and it was concluded that construc¬ 
tion contractors wolud not have the ca¬ 
pability to perform the engineering effort 
required to develop meaningful and ac¬ 
ceptable proposals. However, value en¬ 
gineering incentive techniques may have 
beneficial application in the more con¬ 
ventional types of AEC construction 
projects. 

6. Explanation oj Change. 

Subpart 9-1.17-50 is added as follows: 

Subpark 9-1.17-50—Value Engineering Incentive 
Program* 

Sec. 

9-1.17-5000 Scope of subpart. 

9-1.17-5001 General policy. 

9-1.17-5002 Applicability. 

9-1.17—5003 Definitions. 

9-1.17-5004 Relationships with the con¬ 
tractor. 


Sec. 

9-1.17-5005 Subcontractor participation. 
9-1.17-5006 Evaluation and acceptance. 
9-1.17-5007 Contract modification. 
9-1.17-5008 VECP disapproval. 

9-1.17-5009 Disputes and appeals. 
9-1.17-5010 Contract clause. 

Authority: Sec. 161 of the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1964, as amended, 68 Stat. 948 (42 
TJ.S.C. 2201); sec. 205 of the Federal Prop¬ 
erty and Administrative Services Act of 1949, 
as amended, 63 Stat. 390 (40 U.S.C. 486). 

Subpart 9-1.17-50—Value Engineering 
Incentive Programs 

§ 9—1.17—3000 Scope of puhpart. 

This subpart establishes a value en¬ 
gineering incentive program to invite and 
encourage construction contractors to 
develop and submit suggested changes in 
contract requirements covering AEC 
projects which will result in reduction 
of construction costs without impairing 
required functions, characteristics, and 
quality, and to share in such savings. 

§ 9—1.17—5001 General policy. 

(a) It is AEC policy to employ value 
engineering techniques and clauses, in 
appropriate circumstances, to promote 
cost reductions in AEC’s construction 
programs. 

(b) The objective of a value engineer¬ 
ing incentive provision is to encourage 
the contractor to submit cost reduction 
proposals. To be acceptable under the 
value engineering incentive clause 
(VEIC), a value engineering change pro¬ 
posal must involve some change in the 
contract specifications, purchase de¬ 
scription, or statement of work. This 
may include the elimination or modifi¬ 
cation of any requirements found to be 
in excess of actual needs. Furthermore, 
the incentive provisions encourage con¬ 
tractors to submit VECPs that may even 
increase instant contract costs when they 
are likely to lead to overall savings re¬ 
sulting from significant net reductions 
in collateral costs. Value engineering 
proposals which otherwise satisfy the 
requirements of the value engineering 
clause shall not be rejected on the 
ground that they also involve a termi¬ 
nation, in whole or in part, of quantita¬ 
tive contract requirements; moreover, 
the cost savings resulting from such 
quantitative reductions shall be shared 
with the contractor pursuant to the 
terms of the VEIC. On the other hand, 
the contractor is not entitled to a share 
in savings under this subpart resulting 
solely from quantitative proposals which 
do not satisfy the value engineering pro¬ 
visions. it is recognized that a contractor 
may develop such non-qualifying quan¬ 
titative cost reduction proposals, or even 
a cost reduction proposal with regard to 
an AEC requirement or project for which 
he does not have a current contract. It is 
desirable that the potential cost reduc¬ 
tions from such proposals not within the 
scope of value engineering clauses under 
current contracts be realized by the Gov¬ 
ernment. Accordingly, nothing in this 
subpart shall be construed to preclude 


the purchase of such proposals on a case- 
by-case basis under other appropriate 
contractual arrangements which are nec¬ 
essary to induce contractors to develon 
such proposals and make them available 
to the Government. 

§ 9—1.17—5002 Applicability. 

(a) Tliis subpart Is applicable to all 
fixed-price contracts in excess of $10,000 
including letter contracts where it is 
contemplated that the definitive con¬ 
tract wiU be fixed-price (and solicita¬ 
tions therefor estimated to result in con¬ 
tracts in excess of $10,000) for construc¬ 
tion of the type of facilities where in the 
judgment of the contracting officer there 
is a reasonable likelihood of construction 
contractor participation, and may in the 
discretion of the contracting officer be 
applied for such solicitations and con¬ 
tracts not in excess of $10,000. The con¬ 
tract file shall be documented to indicate 
the basis for the contracting officer’s de¬ 
cision not to include the value engineer¬ 
ing incentive clause in fixed-price con- 
struction contracts in excess of $10,000. 

(b) The requirements of this subpart, 
modified as required and appropriate to 
reflect the prime contractor-subcontrac¬ 
tor relationship, shall be applied to pro¬ 
curements by AEC cost-type contractors. 

(c) The greatest opportunity for con¬ 
tractor participation in AEC’s construc¬ 
tion programs appears to be under con¬ 
tracts for the more conventional types 
of construction projects. 

§ 9—1.17—5003 Definition;'. 

For the purpose of this subpart, the 
following terms have the meanings set 
forth in this section: 

(a) Value Engineering (VE). Value 
engineering is concerned with the elimi¬ 
nation or modification of anything that 
contributes to the cost of a contract item 
or task but is not necessary for needed 
performance, quality, maintainability, 
reliability, or interchangeability. Spe¬ 
cifically, value engineering as contem¬ 
plated by this Subpart constitutes a sys¬ 
tematic and creative effort, not required 
by any other provision of the contract, 
directed toward analyzing each contract 
item or task to ensure that its essential 
function is provided at the lowest over¬ 
all cost. Over-all cost may include, but 
need not be limited to, the costs of ac¬ 
quiring, operating, and maintaining a 
structure or facility. 

(b) Value Engineering Change Pro¬ 
posal ( VECP ). A VECP is a cost reduc¬ 
tion proposal initiated and developed by 
the contractor, for the purpose of chang¬ 
ing any requirement of the contract, and 
identified by the contractor at the time 
of its submission to the Government as a 
proposal submitted pursuant to the VEIC 
of the contract. 

(c) Collateral Savings. Collateral sav¬ 
ings means any ascertainable net reduc¬ 
tion in the Government's overall pro¬ 
jected costs including but not limited to 
cost of operation, maintenance, 
support, and Government furnished 
property, when such collateral savings 
result from the change proposal suo- 
mitted by the contractor. 
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co 1 17-3004 Relationships with the 

§ contractor. 

The following relationships shall gov¬ 
ern between representatives of the Con¬ 
tracting Office and the Contractor: 

(a) Preliminary oral discussion of a 
Value Engineering Change Proposal 
iVECP) idea by the Contractor will not 
jeopardize the contractor’s right to his 
air share of the savings on the instant 
contract. In fact, Contractors shall be 
encouraged to consult with the Con¬ 
tracting Officer or representatives in pre¬ 
paring a complete submittal. 

(b) The Contractor shall be encour¬ 
aged to pursue his proposal in generally 
all cases except where there is readily 
apparent clear cut technical reason for 
disapproval. Such technical reason will 
be communicated to the Contractor at 
the time of non-receptivity. The Con¬ 
tractor will be advised that informal re¬ 
ceptivity does not insure final approval 
but merely indicates the Government’s 
willingness to research the proposal in 
greater depth. Similarity, the Contractor 
should be advised that non-receptivity 
does not preclude the Contractor’s right 
to a formal submittal or his right to a 
fair review by all Government personnel. 

(c) A fair review will be insured for all 
VECPs. Contractors will be advised that 
only after objective and comprehensive 
review will a decision be made. This will 
not preclude, however, obtaining reviews 
from all appropriate sources in order to 
identify reasons for rejection prior to 
making a final decision. 

(d) In order to promote awareness of 
and sensitivity to value engineering pro¬ 
vision made applicable to a procurement, 
prospective bidders and contractors shall 
be appropriately advised thereof by 
such means as discussions during any 
pre-award and post-award conferences 
and mention in award notices. 

§9-1.17-5005 Subcontractor participa¬ 
tion. 


The relationship between the Con¬ 
tracting Office and subcontractors will 
be as follows: 


(a) The VEIC stipulates that the Gov¬ 
ernment will accept 40 percent of the 
savings when a first-tier subcontractor 
taitiates a VECP, in lieu of 50 percent. 
Before accepting a reduced share, the 
Government is responsible for insuring 
tnat the contractual relationship between 
Jne prime and subcontractor does in 
act contain a VEIC: and, that the shar¬ 
ing arrangements are proper. 

<b) 'Hie VEIC also stipulates that the 
clause be incorporated into all first-tier 
subcontracts in excess of $25,000. While 
n is not economical to audit this re- 
vurement for compliance, the Govern- 
frnl* m u Ust be res Ponsive to complaints 
rom subcontractors who allege improper 
exclusion from VE participation. 

§9-1.1 <-5006 Evaluation and accept¬ 
ance. 


to evaluation and determination as 
he acceptability of any value engi- 
wng change proposal shall be the re¬ 


sponsibility of the contracting officer, 
w T hose decision shall be final and not 
subject to the disputes clause of the con¬ 
tract. To realize the maximum cost po¬ 
tential of value engineering, VECPs shall 
be processed as expeditiously as possible. 
The Division of Construction. Headquar¬ 
ters shall be notified of all approved 
VECPs. This notification shall include 
identification of the Contractor, contract 
number, nature of the change, sharing 
details and other data considered rele¬ 
vant or significant by the contracting 
officer. 

§ 9—L.l7—5007 Contract modification. 

Ail VECPs shall be formally approved 
by contract modification. Contract modi¬ 
fications for VECPs shall: 

(a) Cite that the change is pursuant 
to the VEIC of the contract. If one 
change document is used to incorporate 
other change orders not relating to VE, 
insure that the VE change is clearly iden¬ 
tified as to which one it is. 

(b) Clearly show the net amount for 
each specific VECP and the Government 
share or increase in cost; the computed 
average one years net collateral sav¬ 
ings and the Contractor’s share for each 
specific VECP; and the impact on con¬ 
tract completion time. 

§ 9—1.17—5008 VECP disapproval. 

VECP disapproval shall be by letter 
from the Contracting Officer to the Con¬ 
tractor. The manner in which a proposal 
is rejected Is extremely important in 
fixing the Contractor’s attitude toward 
future program participation. For this 
reason, the following requirements shall 
govern issuance of disapproval letters: 

(a) The letter shall include sufficient 
specific technical reason for disapproval. 
Acceptable reasons must involve some 
specific technical, operational, or eco¬ 
nomical area. 

(b) The letter should reveal all known 
objections to the proposal the first time 
so that the Contractor does not waste 
time satisfying those reasons only to have 
It disapproved a second time for differ¬ 
ent reasons. 

(c) The letter should thank the Con¬ 
tractor for his participation, and it 
should inform him of the careful consid¬ 
eration given his proposal. To insure this, 
it should be personally signed and should 
not be a form letter. 

§ 9-1.17—5069 Disputes and appeals. 

The VEIC provides that the Contrac¬ 
tor cannot dispute the decision to accept 
or reject a VECP. Also, he cannot dispute 
the Government’s computation of col¬ 
lateral cost on savings. However, he can 
dispute and appeal the following matters: 

(a) Interpretation of the VEIC. 

(b) Settlement and negotiation of cost 
for work under the instant contract for 
approved VECPs. 

(c) Allowances for time for completion. 
§9—1.17—5010 Contract clause. 

The following clause shall be included 
in those contracts (and solicitations 
therefor) where, pursuant to $ 9-1.17- 


5002, in the judgment of the contracting 
officer there is reasonable likelihood of 
contractor participation: 

Value Engineering Incentive 

(a) Intent and objectives. This clause ap¬ 
plies to any cost reduction proposal (herein¬ 
after referred to as a Value Engineering 
Change Proposal of VECP) initiated and de¬ 
veloped by the Contractor for the purpose of 
changing any requirement of this contract. 
This clause does not. however, apply to any 
such proposal unless it is identified by the 
Contractor, at the time of its submission to 
the Government, as a proposal submitted 
pursuant to this clause. 

(1) VECP’s contemplated are those that 
would result in net savings to the Govern¬ 
ment by providing either: (i) A decrease in 
the cost of performance of this contract, or; 
(ii) a reduction in the cost of ownership 
(hereinafter referred to as collateral costs) 
of the work provided by this contract, re¬ 
gardless of acquisition costs. VECP’s must re¬ 
sult in savings without impairing any re¬ 
quired functions and characteristics such as 
service life, reliability, economy of opera¬ 
tion, ease of maintenance, standardized fea¬ 
tures, esthetics, fire protection features and 
safety features presently required by this 
contract. However, nothing herein precludes 
the submittal of VECP’s where the Contrac¬ 
tor considers that the required functions and 
characteristics could be combined, reduced or 
eliminated as being nonessential or excessive 
for the function served by the work involved. 

(2) A VECP identical to one submitted 
under any other contract with the Contrac¬ 
tor or another Contractor may also be sub¬ 
mitted under this contract. 

(3) A proposal to decrease the cost of per¬ 
forming the contract solely or principally by 
substituting another Subcontractor for one 
listed by the Contractor in his bid is not a 
VECP. In considering a VECP which, as an 
Incident thereof, would entail substitution 
for a listed Subcontractor, maintaining the 
objective of the Subcontractor listing will be 
taken into account along with factors 
cited in paragraph (a)(1) of this clause. 

(b) Subcontractor inclusion. The con¬ 
tractor shall include the provisions of this 
clause, with a provision for sharing arrange¬ 
ments that meet or exceed the minimum per¬ 
centage contained herein, In all first-tier 
subcontracts in excess of $25,000. and in any 
other subcontract which, in the judgment 
of the Contractor, is of such nature as to 
offer reasonable likelihood of value engineer¬ 
ing cost reductions. At the option of the first- 
tier Subcontractor, this clause may be in¬ 
cluded in lower tier subcontracts. The Con¬ 
tractor shall encourage submission of VECPs 
from Subcontractors; however, it is not man¬ 
datory that VECPs be submitted nor 1$ it 
mandatory that the Contractor accept and/ 
or transmit to the Government VECPs pro¬ 
posed by his Subcontractors. 

(c) Data requirements. As a minimum, the 
following information shall be submitted by 
the Contractor with each VECP: 

(1) A description of the difference be¬ 
tween the existing contract requirement and 
the proposed change, and the comparative 
advantages and disadvantages of each; in¬ 
cluding justification where function or char¬ 
acteristic of a work item Is being reduced. 

(2) Separate detailed cost estimates for 
both the existing contract requirement and 
the proposed change, and an estimate of the 
change in contract price Including consider¬ 
ation of the costs of development and imple¬ 
mentation of the VECP and the sharing ar¬ 
rangement set forth in this clause. 
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(3) An estimate of the effects the VECP 
'would have on collateral costs to the Govern¬ 
ment, Including 1 an estimate of the sharing 
that the Contractor requests be paid by the 
Government upon approval of the VECP. 

(4) Architectural, engineering or other 
analysis is sufficient detail to identify and 
describe each requirement of the contract 
which must be changed if the VECP Is ac¬ 
cepted, with recommendation as to how to 
accomplish each such change and Its effect 
on unchanged work. 

(6) A statement of the time by which ap¬ 
proval of the VECP must be Issued by the 
Government to obtain the maximum cost 
reduction during the remainder of this con¬ 
tract, noting any effect on the contract 
completion time or delivery schedule. 

(6) Identification of any previous submis¬ 
sion of the VECP Including the dates sub¬ 
mitted, the agencies Involved, the numbers 
of the Government contracts Involved, and 
the previous actions by the Government, If 
known. 

(d) Processing procedures. Six copies (or 
such other number of copies as may be speci¬ 
fied by the contracting officer) of each VECP 
shall be submitted to the Contracting Officer, 
or his duly authorized representative. VECPs 
will be processed expeditiously; however, the 
Government will not be liable for any delay 
In acting upon a VECP submitted pursuant 
to this clause. The Contractor may withdraw, 
in whole or in part, any VECP at any time 
prior to acceptance by the Government. The 
Government shall not be liable for VECP 
development cost in the case where a VECP 
Is rejected or withdrawn. The decision of the 
Contracting Officer as to the acceptance of a 
VECP under this contract shall be final and 
shall not be subject to the “Disputes’* clause 
of this contract. 

(1) The Contracting Officer may modify a 
VECP, with the concurrence of the Contrac¬ 
tor. to make it acceptable. If any modifica¬ 
tion increases or decreases the savings result¬ 
ing from the VECP. the Contractor’s fair 
share will be determined on the basis of the 
VECP as modified. 

(2) The Contracting Officer may accept, in 
whole or In part, a VECP submitted pursuant 
to this clause by giving the Contractor writ¬ 
ten notice thereof reciting acceptance under 
this clause. However, pending issuance of a 
formal change order or unless otherwise di¬ 
rected, the Contractor shall remain obligated 
to perform in accordance with the terms of 
the existing contract. Where the Contracting 
Officer has determined that a proposed 
change meets the submission requirements 
of this clause, he may accept the VECP and 
Instruct the Contractor to proceed with the 
change even though an agreement has not 
been reached respecting costs savings and 
other results of the change. 

(3) An approved VECP shall be finalized 
through an equitable adjustment in the con¬ 
tract price and time of performance by the 
issuance of a change order pursuant to the 
provisions of this clause bearing a notation 
so stating. Where an approved VECP also 
involves any other applicable clause of this 
contract such as “Termination for Conveni¬ 
ence of the Government/* "Suspension of 
Work/* "Changes," or "Differing Site Condi¬ 
tions" then that clause shall be cited in 
addition to this clause. 

(e) Computations for change in contract 
cost of performance. Separate estimates 
be prepared for both the existing oontract 
requirement and the proposed change. Each 
estimate shall consist of an itemized break¬ 
down of all costs of the Contractor and all 
Subcontractors* work in sufficient detail to 
show unit quantities and costs of labor, 
material, and equipment. 

(1) Contractor development and imple¬ 
mentation costs for the VECP shall be in¬ 


cluded in the estimate for the proposed 
change. However, these costs will not be al¬ 
lowable if they are otherwise reimbursable as 
a direct charge under this contract. 

(2) Government costs of processing or im¬ 
plementation of a VECP shall not be Included 
in the estimate; however, such cost will be 
considered in the determination as to 
whether a net savings accrues to the Gov¬ 
ernment (reference paragraph (a) (1) of this 
clause). 

(3) If the difference In the estimates indi¬ 
cates a net reduction in contract price, no 
allowance will be made for overhead, profit 
and bond. The resultant net reduction In 
contract cost of performance shall be shared 
in accordance with the provisions of para¬ 
graphs (g)(1) or (g)(2) of this clause; and 
the contract price shall be reduced by the 
Government’s share of the savings. 

(4) If the difference in the estimates Indi¬ 
cates a net increase in contract price, the 
contract price shall be adjusted pursuant to 
the “changes” clause of this contract, and 
the resulting contract modification shall also 
cite this clause, as provided by paragraph 
(d) (3) of this clause. 

(f) Computations for collateral costs. Sep¬ 
arate estimates shall be prepared for collat¬ 
eral costs of both the existing contract re¬ 
quirement and the proposed change. Each 
estimate shall consist of an itemized break¬ 
down of all costs and the basis for the data 
used in the estimate. Cost benefits to the 
Government Include, but are not limited to; 
reduced costs of operation, maintenance or 
repair, extended useful service life, increases 
in useable floor space, and reduction In the 
requirements for Government furnished 
property. Increased collateral costs include 
the converse of such factors. Computation 
shall be as follows: 

(1) Costs shall be calculated over a 20- 
year period on a uniform basis for each 
estimate and shall include Government costs 
of processing or implementing the VECP. 

(2) If the difference in the estimates as 
approved by the Government indicate a sav¬ 
ings, the Contractor shall divide the result¬ 
ant amount by 20 to arrive at the average 
annual net collateral savings. The resultant 
savings shall be shared in accordance with 
the provisions of paragraph (g) (3) of the 
clause; and the contract price shall be in¬ 
creased by the Contractor’s share of the 
savings. 

(3) In the event that agreement cannot 
be reached on the amount of estimated col¬ 
lateral costs, the Contracting Officer shall 
determine the amount. His decision is final 
and Is not subject to the provisions of the 
“Disputes’* clause of this contract. 

(g) Sharing arrangements. If a VECP Is 
accepted by the Government, the Contractor 
Is entitled to share In instant contract sav¬ 
ings and collateral savings not as alterna¬ 
tives, but rather to the full extent provided 
for In this clause. For the purposes of sharing 
under this clause, the term “instant con¬ 
tract” shall not include any changes to or 
other modifications of this contract, ex¬ 
ecuted subsequent to acceptance of the par¬ 
ticular VECP, by which the Government in¬ 
creases the quantity of any item of work 
or adds any item of work. It shall, however, 
include any extension of the instant contract 
through exercise of an option (if any) pro¬ 
vided under this contract after acceptance 
of the VECP. 

(1) When only the prime Contractor is 
involved, he shall receive 50 percent and the 
Government 50 percent of the net reduction 
in the cost of performance of this contract. 

(2) When a first-tier Subcontractor is In¬ 
volved, he shall receive a minimum of 30 
percent, the prime Contractor a maximum 
of 30 percent, and the Government a fixed. 
40 percent of the net reduction in the cost 


of performance of this contract, other s.ik. 
contractors shall receive a portion of 
first-tier Subcontractor savings in accordant 
with the terms of their contract with 
first-tier Subcontractor. 

(3) When collateral savings occur th. 
Contractor shall receive 20 percent of th« 
average one year’s net collateral savim*. 
Subcontractor participation (to any tierlin 
such savings with the Contractor shall £ 
as provided In the terms of the agreement* 
of the contracting parties. 

(4) The Contractor shall not receive in. 
stant savings or collateral savings share, on 
optional work listed In this contract unS 
the Government exercises its option to obtain 
that work. 


(h) Data restriction rights. The Contrac- 
tor may restrict the Government's right to 
use any sheet of a VECP, or of the support- 
lng data, submitted pursuant to this clause 
in accordance with the terms of the follow¬ 
ing legend if it is marked on each such 
sheet: 


The data furnished pursuant to the Value 
Engineering Incentive Clause of contact 

-——-shall not be disclosed outside 

the Government, or duplicated, used, or dis¬ 
closed in whole or in part, for any purpose 
other than to evaluate a VECP submitted 
under said clause. This restriction does not 
limit the Government’s right to use informa¬ 
tion contained in this data If It. Is or has 
been obtained, or is otherwise available, from 
the Contractor or from another source, with¬ 
out limitations. If such a proposal la ac¬ 
cepted by the Government under said con¬ 
tract after the use of this data In such an 
evaluation, the Government shall have the 
right to duplicate, use, and disclose anv data 
reasonably necessary to the full utilisation 
of such proposal as accepted, in any manner 
and for any purpose whatsoever, and have 
others so do. 

In the event of acceptance of a VECP, the 
Contractor hereby grants to the Government 
all rights to use, duplicate or disclose, in 
whole or in part, in any manner and for 
any purpoee whatsoever, and to have or to 
permit others to do so. dAta reasonably nec¬ 
essary to fully utilize such proposal on thU 
and any other Government oontract. 


Joseph L. Smith, 

Director . 

Division of Contracts. 

[FR Doc.74-15327 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 amj 


CHAPTER 60—OFFICE OF FEDERAL CON 
TRACT COMPLIANCE, EQUAL EMPLOY¬ 
MENT OPPORTUNITY, DEPARTMENT 
OF LABOR 

PART 60-5—WASHINGTON PLAN 
Extension of Time 

On December 22, 1970, the Depart- 
ment of Labor published the Washington 
Plan (35 FR 19352). The Washington 
Plan is intended to implement the pro¬ 
visions of Executive Order 11246 ( as 
amended) and the rules and regulations 
issued pursuant thereto, requiring a pro¬ 
gram of equal employment opportunity 
by Federal contractors and subcontrac¬ 
tors in the Washington area, including 
the District of Columbia, the Virginia 
cities of Alexandria, Fairfax and Fad 5 
Church, the Virginia counties of Arling¬ 
ton, Fairfax, Loudoun and Prince Wil¬ 
liam and the Maryland counties of Mont¬ 
gomery and Prince Georges. It is deemed 
appropriate to further extend the Wasn- 
ington Plan for an additional month 
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through July 31. 1974 to provide an op¬ 
portunity to review the minority employ¬ 
ment results obtained through the Wash¬ 
ington Plan for purposes of future con¬ 
struction industry requirements in the 
Washington, D.C., Standard Metropoli¬ 
tan Statistical Area. Therefore. § 60- 
530 Appendix A of the Washington 
Plan must be included in all invitations 
or other solicitations for bids on fed¬ 
erally involved construction contracts 
for projects, the estimated total cost of 
which exceeds $500,000, in the Washing¬ 
ton area until July 31, 1974. The goals 
contained in § 60-5.30 Appendix A for 
the year ending May 31, 1974, will be 
applicable to invitations and other solici¬ 
tations for bids on federally involved con¬ 
struction contracts covered by the Wash¬ 
ington Plan until July 31, 1974, and all 
invitations or other solicitations should 
be revised to reflect this extension 
through a revised Appendix. 

Signed this 1st day of July 1974. 

Peter J. Brennan, 
Secretary of Labor . 

Bernard E. DeLtjry, 
Assistant Secretary for 
Employment Standards. 

Philip J. Davis, 
Director , Office of Federal 

Contract Compliance. 

[PRDoc.74-15483 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


CHAPTER 101—FEDERAL PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS 

SUBCHAPTER F—TELECOMMUNICATIONS AND 
PUBLIC UTILITIES 

[FPMR Arndt. F-21] 

PART 101-35—TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
FTS Data Usage Reporting 

This amendment codifies material in 
FPMR Temporary Regulation P-208 that 
directed agencies to report data usage 
for all data terminals connected to the 
*TS intercity voice network. 

The table of contents for Part 101-35 
Is amended by the addition of new 
1101-35.310 as follows: 


§ 101—35.310 Data services on the FTS 
intercity voice network. 

The intercity voice network is avail¬ 
able under controlled conditions for di¬ 
rect subscriber access by Federal agen¬ 
cies or their approved cost reimburse¬ 
ment contractors for the transmission 
of data which can be accommodated over 
normal voice-grade, unconditioned 
switched channels. 

(a) Federal agencies using the FTS 
intercity voice network for data shall 
submit no later than 30 calendar days 
after the end of each quarter usage re¬ 
ports on GSA Form 2830, Individual Ter¬ 
minal Usage of FTS Intercity Voice Net¬ 
work Data Transmission (Originating 
Traffic Only). Reports shall be for¬ 
warded to the General Services Admin¬ 
istration (CXM), Washington, DC 20405. 

(b) A quarterly report of usage need 
not be submitted for that part of agency 
traffic that is carried over the FTS inter¬ 
city voice network under the GSA Tele¬ 
processing Services Contract because 
this traffic will be reported to GSA by 
the contractor. 

(c) GSA will render a quarterly bill 
to the agency headquarters based on 
agency quarterly usage as reported in 
S 101-35.310 (a) and (b),above. 

(d) Agency field offices may obtain 
GSA Form 2830 by submitting require¬ 
ments to their Washington headquarters 
office, which will forward consolidated 
annual requirements to the General 
Services Administration (BRAF), Wash¬ 
ington, DC 20405. Agencies that have a 
substantial requirement for GSA Form 
2830 may use a copy of the form for 
printing a supply for Internal agency 
use. 

(e) This report has been cleared in ac¬ 
cordance with FPMR 101-11.11 and is 
exempt from reports control. 

(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; (40 UJS.C. 486(c))). 

Effective date . This regulation is effec¬ 
tive July 5, 1974. 

Dated: June 27,1974. 

Arthur F. Sampson, 
Administrator of General Services. 

[FR Doc.74-15377 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


Subpart 101-43.1—General Provisions 

Section 101-43.102 Is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 101-43.102 Reassignment of prop, 
erty within executive agencies. 

Each executive agency shall, to the 
maximum extent feasible, reassign prop¬ 
erty within activities of the agency, in¬ 
cluding its cost-reimbursement type con¬ 
tractors as described in $ 1-3.405 of this 
title, when such property is determined 
to be no longer required for the purpose 
of the appropriation from which it was 
purchased or the use to which it has been 
applied, and shall immediately discon¬ 
tinue procurement of items for which 
such property can be substituted or 
adapted. An annual report of such In¬ 
ternal property re assignments shall be 
submitted in duplicate to GSA within 60 
calendar days after the close of each 
fiscal year, using Standard Form 121, 
Annual Report of Utilization and Dis¬ 
posal of Excess and Surplus Personal 
Property. This report Is In conformance 
with the provisions of FPMR 101-11.11 
and has been assigned Interagency Re¬ 
ports Control Number 0015-GSA-AN. 
Section 101-43.4907 Illustrates the SF 121 
and provides instructions for its use. The 
first annual report shall be for fiscal year 
1975. 

Subpart 101-43.3—Utilization of Excess 

Section 101-43.319 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (a) as follows: 

§101—43.319 Performance reports. 

(a) An annual report of the utilization 
of excess personal property shall be sub¬ 
mitted in duplicate to GSA within 60 cal¬ 
endar days after the close of each fiscal 
year, using Standard Form 121, Annual 
Report of Utilization and Disposal of 
Excess and Surplus Personal Property. 
Section 101-43.4907 Illustrates the SF 121 
and provides instructions for its use. The 
first annual report shall be for fiscal year 
1975. 

♦ * • • # 
Subpart 101-43.49—Illustrations 

Section 101-43.4907 is revised to read 
as follows: 


# • • » 0 

Sec. 

101-35310 Data services on the FTS inter¬ 
city voice network. 


Subpart 101-35.1—-General Provisions 

Section 101-35.103 (c) is added to read 
follows: 

§ 101*35.103 Policy. 

* • • » » 

J c ! Establish as necessary reports, re¬ 
nting procedures, and forms which 
oi d provide for the Government ar 
onomical and efficient system for tele- 
^ aim unications management. 

SUb .nJ t of 1 ?ir 35 - 3 - UlilizatIon and Order 

ng of Telecommunications Services 
JST 101 “ 35,310 k ^ded to read su 


SUBCHAPTER H—UTILIZATION AND DISPOSAL 

l FPMR Arndt. H-86] 

UTILIZATION AND DISPOSAL OF EXCESS 
AND SURPLUS PERSONAL PROPERTY 

Standard Form 121; Annual Report 

This regulation provides for an annual 
report to the General Services Adminis¬ 
tration (GSA) on the utilization and dis¬ 
posal of excess and surplus personal 
property. 

PART 101-43—UTILIZATION OF 
PERSONAL PROPERTY 

The table of contents for Part 101-43 
is amended as follows: 

• • • • • 

Sec. 

101-43.4907 Standard Form 121, Annual Re¬ 
port of Utilization and Dis¬ 
posal of Excess and Surplus 
Personal Property. 

• • • • • 


§ 101—43.4907 Standard Form 121, 
Annual Report of Utilization and 
Disposal of Excess and Surplus Per¬ 
sonal Property. 

Note; The form and Instructions for 
§ 101-43.4907 are filed as part of the original 
document. 

PART 101-44—DONATION OF PERSONAL 
PROPERTY 

Subpart 101-44.8—Reports 

Section 101-44.801 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (a) as follows: 

§ 101—44.801 Performance report of 
donations. 

(a) An annual report of the donation 
of surplus personal property shall be 
submitted in duplicate to GSA within 
60 calendar days after the close of 
each fiscal year, using Standard Form 
121, Annual Report of Utilization and 
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Disposal of Excess and Surplus Personal 
Property. Section 101-43.4907 illustrates 
the SP 121 and provides instructions for 
its use. The first annual report shall be 
for fiscal year 1975. 

• • • ♦ • ♦ 


PART 101-45—SALE, ABANDONMENT 
OR DESTRUCTION OF PERSONAL 
PROPERTY 

Subart 101—45.3—Sale of Personal 
Property 

Section 101-45.308 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (a) as follows: 
§101—15.308 Performance report*. 

(a) An annual report of the sale or 
other disposition of surplus personal 
property shall be submitted in duplicate 
to GSA within 80 calendar days after 


the close of each fiscal year, using Stand- 
aid Form 121, Annual Report of Utiliza¬ 
tion and Disposal of Excess and Surplus 
Personal Property. Section 101-43.4907 
illustrates the SF 121 and provides in¬ 
structions for its use. The first flrm pai 
report shall be for fiscal year 1975. 
*•**»»#. 

Note: The- form and Instructions for $ 101— 
48.4907 are filed as part of the original docu¬ 
ment. 

(Sec. 205(c). 63 Stat. 390 (40 TT.3.C. 480(c))). 

Effective date: This amendment is ef¬ 
fective Jhly 5,1974. 

Dated: June 27,1974. 

Arthur F. Sampson, 
Administrator of General Services . 

|FR Doc.74-16378 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 
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proposed rules 

- section of the federal REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed Issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of 

these notices is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rulemaking prior to the adoption of the final rules. 


department of the treasury 

Customs Service 

[ 19 CFR Part 10 ] 

ARTICLES CONDITIONALLY FREE, 
SUBJECT TO A REDUCED RATE, ETC. 

Proposed Partial Exemption From Duty 

On October 9. 1973, there was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (38 FR 
27841) notice of a proposed amendment 
to 510.2 of the Customs Regulations per¬ 
taining to the documents required upon 
the entry of articles claimed to be en¬ 
titled to the partial exemption from duty 
provided by item 807.00, Tariff Schedules 
of the United States (19 U.S.C. 1202), 
for articles assembled abroad in whole 
or in part of fabricated United States 
components. 

As a result of further study of the 
proposed amendment and present § 10.2, 
it has been decided that more compre¬ 
hensive and detailed regulations are 
needed to explain the procedures and 
requirements relating to claims for the 
item 807.00 exemption. Consequently, the 
proposal to amend section 10.2 of the 
Customs Regulations, published in the 
Federal Register on October 9, 1973 (38 
FR 27841) , is hereby revoked. 

Pursuant to the authority contained 
in R.S. 251, as amended (19 U.S.C. 66), 
section 502, 41 Stat. 731, as amended (19 
U.S.C. 1502), section 624, 46 Stat. 759 
(19 U.S.C. 1624), and 77A Stat. 14 (19 
U.S.C. 1202 (General Headnote 11, Tariff 
Schedules of the United States >), notice 
is hereby given that It is proposed to 
amend Part 10 of the Customs Regula¬ 
tions by deleting § 10.2, amending 
510.112, and adding new §§10.11 
through 10.26 under a new subheading to 
provide interpretative regulations with 
regard to the procedures and require¬ 
ments for claiming the exemption under 
item 807.00, Tariff Schedules of the 
United States. 

In addition to Incorporating, with 
certain changes, the provisions of pres¬ 
ent § io.2, the proposed interpretative 
regulations set forth the item 807.00 
statutory provision, define pertinent 
terms used in the proposed regulations, 
and specify procedures and requirements 
relating to the exportation and assem¬ 
bly abroad of fabricated United States 
components and the entry and valuation 
i 5 retur ned assembled articles. Also 
J?™* 2* in P r °Posed interpretative 
;;^ tlons are examples to illustrate 
pecmc situations involving the applica- 
° 11!? 0f 018 item 807.00 exemption. 

pr ° pose d amendments set forth 
lain changes in the format of the 


foreign assembler’s declaration and the 
endorsement of the owner, importer, 
consignee, or agent, both of which are 
presently required by § 10.2 of the Cus¬ 
toms Regulations. The changes would 
require the foreign assembler to include 
in the declaration the name and address 
of the United States manufacturer of 
the fabricated components and a de¬ 
scription of the operations performed 
abroad on the exported components in 
sufficient detail to enable Customs offi¬ 
cers to determine whether such opera¬ 
tions come within the purview of item 
807.00. The proposed amendments re¬ 
quire that the endorsement be signed 
by the importer only and affirm that the 
foreign assembler’s declaration and any 
other information submitted therewith, 
or otherwise supplied or referred to, are 
correct in every respect and in compli¬ 
ance with all pertinent headnotes of the 
Tariff Schedules of the United States. 
When the district director is satisfied 
that unusual circumstances make the 
production of the foreign assembler’s 
declaration or the endorsement of the 
importer, or any information required to 
be set forth in those documents, im¬ 
practical and is further satisfied that the 
requirements of item 807.00; Tariff 
Schedules of the United States, and re¬ 
lated headnotes have been met, he may 
waive the production of such docu¬ 
ment^) or information. 

The proposed amendments further 
provide, in proposed § 10.17(a), that the 
foreign assembler’s declaration and the 
endorsement of the importer are to be 
filed in connection with, but not later 
than six months after, the entry of the 
assembled articles. Consequently, it is 
also proposed to amend § 10.112 of the 
Customs Regulations, which sets forth 
the general rule with respect to the late 
filing of free entry documents, to provide 
for the exception to the general rule set 
forth in proposed § 10.17(a). 

§ 10.2 l Deleted J 

1. Accordingly, it is proposed to amend 
Part 10 of the Customs Regulations by 
deleting §10.2 (19 CFR 10.2), and by 
inserting a new centerhead and §§ 10.11 
through 10.26 (19 CFR 10.11-10.26), to 
read as follows: 

Articles Assembled Abroad 
With United States Components 


Sec. 

10.11 General. 

10.12 Definitions. 

10.13 Statutory provision: items 807.00, Tar¬ 

iff Schedules of the United States 
(19 U.S.C. 1202). 


ocv. 

10.14 Fabricated components not subject to 

the exemption. 

10.15 Exportation. 

10.16 Assembly. 

10.17 Documentation. 

10.18 Marking. 

10.19 Standards, quotas, and visas. 

10.20 Suspension of liquidation. 

10.21 Valuation of exempted components. 

10.22 Valuation of assembled articles. 

10.23 Elements Involved in determining 

construction value or cost of pro¬ 
duction. 

10.24 Cost data required If other statutory 

basis applicable. 

10.25 Advice before importation. 

10.26 Updating cost data and other In¬ 

formation. 

Articles Assembled Abroad With United 
States Components 

§ 10.11 General. 

Sections 10.11 through 10.26 set forth 
procedures and requirements relating to 
claims for the exemption from duty pro¬ 
vided by item 807.00, Tariff Schedules of 
the United States (19 U.S.C. 1202), for 
American-made fabricated components 
which are returned to the United States 
as parts of articles assembled abroad. 
The examples included in these sections 
describe specific situations in which the 
exemption may be applicable. 

§ 10.12 Definitions. 

As used in §§ 10.11 through 10.26, the 
following terms shall have the meanings 
indicated: 

(a) American-made. The term “Amer¬ 
ican-made” is used to refer to a product 
of the United States as defined in para¬ 
graph (h) of this section. 

(b) Assembly. “Assembly” means the 
fitting or joining together abroad of com¬ 
ponents fabricated in the United States 
or the fitting or joining together abroad 
of both United States- and foreign-fab¬ 
ricated components. “Assembly” does not 
include the mixing of liquids, gases, or 
amorphous solids. 

<c) Assist. “Assist” means anything 
of value, other than materials assembled 
into the completed article, furnished to 
the assembler at less than cost or value 
and used in the production of the im¬ 
ported assembled article. 

(d) Exemption. "Exemption” means 
the partial exemption from duty provided 
by item 807.00, Tariff Schedules of the 
United States, for imported articles 
which are assembled abroad and consist, 
in whole or in part, of fabricated com¬ 
ponents that are products of the United 
States. 

(e) Fabricated component. “Fabri¬ 
cated component” means a manufactured 
component which is designed to be fitted 
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or joined together with other compo¬ 
nents. 

(f) Not advanced in value or improved 
in condition. “Not advanced in value or 
improved in condition” means not sub¬ 
jected to any operation, other than the 
assembly process and operations inci¬ 
dental to the assembly, which results in 
an increase in value or improvement in 
condition. 

(g) Physical identity. The “physical 
identity'* of a component means the 
form, shape, or other recognizable physi¬ 
cal characteristics of the component. 

(h) Product of the United States. A 
“product of the United States’* is a com¬ 
ponent manufactured within the Cus¬ 
toms territory of the United States and 
may consist wholly of United States 
materials, of United States and foreign 
materials, or wholly of foreign materials. 
If, however, the component consists 
wholly or partially of foreign materials, 
the manufacturing process must be such 
that the foreign materials have been 
substantially transformed into a new 
and different article, or have been 
merged into a new and different article. 

(i) Without further fabrication. 
“Without further fabrication” means 
that no additional operations, other than 
assembly and operations of a minor na¬ 
ture incidental to the assembly process, 
will or need be performed. 

§ 10.13 Statutory provision: item 

807.00, Tariff Schedules of the 
United States (19 U.S.C. 1202). 

Item 807.00, Tariff Schedules of the 
United States, provides that articles as¬ 
sembled abroad in whole or in part of 
fabricated components, the product of 
the United States, which (a) were ex¬ 
ported in condition ready for assembly 
without further fabrication, (b) have 
not lost their physical identity in such 
articles by change in form, shape, or 
otherwise, and (c) have not been ad¬ 
vanced in value or improved in condition 
abroad except by being assembled and 
except by operations incidental to the 
assembly process such as cleaning, lu¬ 
bricating, and painting, are subject to a 
duty upon the full value of the imported 
article, less the cost or, if no charge is 
made, the value of such products of the 
United States. The rate of duty which 
is assessed upon the dutiable portion of 
the imported article is that which is 
applicable to the imported article as a 
whole under the appropriate provision 
of the Tariff Schedules of the United 
States for such article. If that provision 
requires a specific or compound rate of 
duty, the total duties assessed on the 
imported article are reduced in such 
proportion as the cost or value of the 
returned United States components bears 
to the full value of the assembled article. 

Example 1. A transistor radio is assembled 
abroad from foreign-made components and 
American-made transistors. Upon importa¬ 
tion, the transistor radio is subject to the 
ad valorem rate of duty applicable to tran¬ 
sistor radios upon the value of the radio 
less the cost or value of the American-made 
transistors assembled therein. 

Example 2. A solid-state watch movement 
is assembled abroad from foreign-made com¬ 


ponents and an American-made integrated 
circuit. If the movement in question is sub¬ 
ject to the specific rate of duty of 75 cents, 
if the value of the assembled movement is 
$30, and if the value of the American-made 
integrated circuit is $10, then the value of 
the integrated circuit represents one third 
of the total value of the assembled article 
and the duty on the assembled article will 
be reduced by one third ($0.25). Therefore, 
the duty on the assembled movement is 
50 cents. 

§ 10.14 Fabricated components not sub¬ 
ject to the exemption. 

Fabricated components which are not 
products of the United States are ex¬ 
cluded from the exemption. In addition, 
the exemption is not applicable to any 
component exported from the Customs 
territory of the United States: 

(a) From continuous Customs custody 
with remission, abatement, or refund of 
duty; 

(b) With benefit of drawback; 

(c) To comply with any law of the 
United States or regulation of any Fed¬ 
eral agency requiring exportation; or 

(d) After manufacture or production 
in the United States under item 864.05, 
Tariff Schedules of the United States 
(19U.S.C. 1202). 

Example. Partially completed components 
of an electric motor are imported in several 
separate shipments and are entered under a 
temporary importation bond to be manufac¬ 
tured into finished motors under the provi¬ 
sions of item 864.05, Tariff Schedules of the 
United States. The components are com¬ 
pleted and assembled into finished electric 
motors. The finished motors are exported and 
are assembled abroad into electric fans which 
are subsequently imported into the United 
States. No exemption may be given for the 
value of the electric motors, since they were 
exported after manufacture or production in 
the United States under the provision of item 
864.05, Tariff Schedules of the United States. 

§ 10.15 Exportation. 

(a) Fabricated components. Compo¬ 
nents must be in condition ready for as¬ 
sembly without further fabrication at the 
time of their exportation from the 
United States to qualify for the exemp¬ 
tion. Certain components will not neces¬ 
sarily lose their entitlement to the ex¬ 
emption if they are exported in continu¬ 
ous lengths, provided they are in final 
dimensions as to width and thickness, 
and are merely subjected to an inciden¬ 
tal operation such as cutting to length 
during the assembly process abroad. 
However, materials which are cut into 
specific shapes or patterns abroad are 
not considered fabricated components. 

Example 1. Articles identifiable in their 
exported condition as components or parts 
of the article into which they wUl be as¬ 
sembled, such as transistors, diodes, inte¬ 
grated circuits, machinery parts, or precut 
parts of wearing apparel, are regarded as fab¬ 
ricated components. 

Example 2. Certain articles used in the as¬ 
sembly of integrated circuits, such as gold 
wire. Insulated electrical conductors for wir¬ 
ing harness assemblies, metal foil, insulating 
tape, ribbons, findings, and similar products 
which are fully manufactured for use in the 
assembly of the Imported article and are cut 
only to length in the course of the assembly, 
are regarded as fabricated components. 


Example 3. Uncut textUe fabrics exported 
in bolts from which wearing apparel com¬ 
ponents will be cut according to a pattern 
are not regarded as fabricated components 
Similarly, other materials, such as lumber 
leather, sheet metal, plastic sheeting, ex-! 
ported in basic shapes and forms to be 
fabricated into components for assembly, are 
not eligible for treatment as fabricated 
components. 

(b) American origin. A fabricated com¬ 
ponent exported for assembly must be a 
product of the United States to qualify 
for the exemption. Merchandise pre¬ 
viously imported and duty-paid which is 
not subjected to a substantial transfor¬ 
mation in the United States and which 
is subsequently exported for assembly 
abroad is fully dutiable on its return to 
the United States. 

Example 1. A cast metal housing for a valve 
is made in the United States from imported 
copper ingots, the product of a foreign coun¬ 
try. The housing is a product of the United 
States because the manufacturing operations 
performed in the United States to produce 
the housing resulted in a substantial trans¬ 
formation of the foreign copper ingots. 

Example 2. An integrated circuit device is 
assembled in a foreign country and Imported 
into the United States where its leads are 
formed by bending them to a specified angle. 
It is then tested and marked. The imported 
article does not become a product of the 
United States because the operations per¬ 
formed in the United States do not result in 
a substantial transformation of the foreign 
integrated circuit device. 

§ 10.16 Assembly. 

(a) Solid components. The assembly 
operation performed abroad may involve 
bolting of mechanical components to a 
chassis, soldering of electrical compo¬ 
nents to a circuit board, or gluing, force¬ 
fitting, crimping, sewing, or other tech¬ 
niques used in the joining of parts. The 
mixing of liquids, gases, or amorphous 
solids is not regarded as an assembly. 

Example. The manufacture abroad of cloth 
on a loom using thread or yarn exported from 
the United States on spools, cops, or pirns 
is not an assembly for the purpose of qualify¬ 
ing the thread for the exemption, because the 
process is a weaving operation and not an 
assembly operation. However, American- 
made thread used to sew buttons on garments 
abroad, or to sew garment components, would 
not be disqualified from the exemption. 

(b) Joining of American-made and 
foreign-made components. An assembly 
operation may involve the use of Ameri¬ 
can-made components and foreign-made 
components. The various requirements 
for establishing entitlement to the ex¬ 
emption, such as retention of physical 
identity, absence of changes in shape or 
form, absence of further fabrication and 
processes other than those incidental to 
the assembly operation, apply only to 
the American-made components of the 
assembly. 

Example. Diodes are assembled abroad 
from American-made components. Tb® 
process Includes the encapsulation of tn 
assembled components in a plastic sbci. 
The plastic used for the encapsulation a 
in the form of a pellet, and is of foreign 
origin. After the prefabricated diode com¬ 
ponents are assembled, the assembled un 
Is placed in a transfer molding macbin*. 
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whereby use of the pellet, molten epoxy Is 
caused to flow around the perimeters of 
the assembled components, forming upon 
solidification a plastic body for the diode. 
Upon importation, exemption may be granted 
for the value of the American-made com¬ 
ponents. but not for the value of the plastic 
pellet If the plastic pellet used for en¬ 
capsulation was of United States origin, its 
value would still be a part of the dutiable 
value of the diode, because the plastic pellet 
is not a fabricated component of a type 
designed to be fitted together by assembly, 
but merely a premcasured quantity of mate¬ 
rial which was applied to the assembled unit 
by a process not constituting an assembly. 

(c> Subassembly . An assembly opera¬ 
tion may involve the joining or fitting of 
American-made components into a part 
or subassembly of an article, followed 
by the installation of the part or sub- 
assembly into the complete article. 

Example. Rolls of foil and rolls of paper 
are exported and cut to specific length abroad 
and Interleaved and rolled to form the elec¬ 
trodes and dielectric of a capacitor. Follow¬ 
ing this procedure, the rolls are assembled 
with cans and other parts to form a com¬ 
plete capacitor. The foil and paper are en¬ 
titled to the exemption. 


(d) Incidental operations. (1) Opera¬ 
tions of a minor nature incidental to the 
assembly process which cannot always be 
foreseen by the importer, whether per¬ 
formed before, during, or after assembly, 
do not constitute further fabrication. 
The following operations are considered 
incidental to the assembly process: 

(1) Cleaning; 

(ii) The removal of rust, grease, 
paint, or other preservative coating; 

(ili) The application of preservative 
paint or coating, lubricants, or protective 
encapsulation; 

(iv) The filing or cutting off of small 
amounts of excess materials; 

(v) Minor adjustments In the shape 
or condition of the component to the ex¬ 
tent required by the assembly taking 
place; 

(vi) The cutting to length of wire, 
thread, tape, foil, and similar articles 
exported in continuous length but other¬ 
wise ready for assembly; and 

(vii) Finishing operations, such as 
final calibration, testing, marking, sort¬ 
ing, pressing, and folding of assembled 
garments. 

(2) Any significant process, operation, 
or treatment to which the exported arti¬ 
cle is subjected whose primary purpose 
is the fabrication, making, completion, 
modification, or physical or chemical im¬ 
provement of a component, or which Is 
not related to the assembly process, 
whether or not it effects a substantial 
transformation of the article, shall not 
he regarded as incidental to the assem¬ 
bly. The following operations are not 
considered incidental to the assembly 
process: 


The melting of exported ingot* 
and recasting them into shapes; 

T ^ e cutting of garment parts ac- 
terS? 8 t0 pattern * rom exported ma- 

n4^. Decoratl ve painting of compo 


(iv) Chemical treatment of compo¬ 
nents to impart new characteristics, such 
as showerproofing and permapressing; 

(v) Substantial metal plating, em¬ 
bossing, stamping, and similar opera¬ 
tions which impart significant new fea¬ 
tures and qualities to the article so 
treated. 

(e) Packing. The packing abroad of 
merchandise into containers does not in 
itself qualify either the containers or 
their contents for the exemption. How¬ 
ever, assembled articles w T hich otherwise 
qualify for the exemption and which are 
packaged abroad following their assem¬ 
bly will not be disqualified from the ex¬ 
emption by reason of their having been 
so packaged, whether for retail sale or 
for bulk shipment. The tariff status of 
the packing materials or containers will 
be determined in accordance with Gen¬ 


eral Headnote 6, Tariff Schedules of the 
United States (19 U.S.C. 1202). 

§ 10.17 Documentation. 

(a> Document required. The following 
documents shall be filed in connection 
with, but not later than six months after 
the entry of, assembled articles claimed 
to be subject to the exemption under 
item 807.00, Tariff Schedules of the 
United States <19 U.S.C. 1202). 

(1) Declaration by the assembler. A 
declaration by the person who performed 
the assembly operations abroad shall be 
filed in substantially the following form: 

I. __ declare that 

to the best of my knowledge and belief the 

_were assembled In whole or in 

part from fabricated components listed and 
described below, which are products of the 
United States: 


Marks of identification, 
numbers 

• 

Description of 
component 

Quantity 

Unit value at 
time and placo 
of export from 

Uuited States! 

Port and date 
of export from 
United States 

Name and 
address of 
manufacturer 



* In accordance with Headnote 3, port IB, schedule 8, Tariff Schedules of the United States. 


Description of the operations performed 
abroad on the exported components (in suf¬ 
ficient detail to enable Customs officers to 
determine whether the operations performed 
are within the purview of Item 807.00, Tariff 
Schedules of the United States (attach sup¬ 
plemental sheet if more space is required)): 


Date Signature 

Address Capacity 

(2) Endorsement by the importer. An 
endorsement, in substantially the follow r - 
ing form, shall be signed by the importer: 

I declare that the (above) (attached) dec¬ 
laration, and any other information sub¬ 
mitted herewith, or otherwise supplied or 
referred to, is correct in every respect and 
there has been compliance with ail pertinent 
headnotes of the Tariff Schedules of the 
United States. 


Date Signature 


Address Capacity 

Where the importer of record is a cus¬ 
tomhouse broker, the endorsement shall 
be signed by the actual importer. 

(b) Revision of format. In specific 
cases, the district director may revise 
the format of either of the documents 
specified in paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion and may make such changes as con¬ 
ditions warrant, provided the data and 
information required to be supplied in 
these documents are presented. For ex¬ 
ample, he may permit the list of com¬ 
ponents to be supplied as part of the im¬ 
porter’s endorsement, rather than as part 
of the assembler’s declaration. 

(c) Reference to previously filed docu¬ 
ments. In lieu of filing duplicate lists of 
components and descriptions of assem¬ 


bly operations with each entry, the docu¬ 
ments specified in paragraph (a) of this 
section may refer to assembly descrip¬ 
tions and lists of components previously 
filed with and approved by the district 
director, or to records showing costs, 
names of manufacturers, and other nec¬ 
essary data on components, provided the 
importer has arranged with the district 
director to maintain such records and 
keep them available for examination by 
authorized Customs officers. 

(d) Unavailability of documents at 
time of entry. If either or both of the 
documents specified in paragraph (a) 
of this section are not available at the 
time of entry, an appropriate bond for 
the production of the document(s) may 
be given pursuant to §5 25.16 and 141.66 
of this chapter. If either or both of the 
documents are not filed within six 
months following the entry, and the dis¬ 
trict director does not waive their pro¬ 
duction, the entries shall be liquidated 
without regard to the claim for the 
exemption. 

(e) Waiver of documents. When the 
district director is satisfied that unusual 
circumstances make the production of 
either or both of the documents specified 
in paragraph (a) of this section, or of 
any of the information set forth therein, 
impractical and is further satisfied that 
the requirements of item 807.00, Tariff 
Schedules of the United States (19 U.S.C. 
1202), and related headnotes have been 
met, he may w T aIve the production of 
such document(s) or information. 

(f) Deposit of estimated duties. Esti¬ 
mated duties shall be deposited in ac¬ 
cordance with § 141.103 of this chapter, 
w'hich provides that estimated duties 
shall be deposited in an amount deemed 
necessary by the district director to suffi¬ 
ciently cover the prospective duties. 
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(g> Responsibility for correctness . 
Subject to the civil and criminal sanc¬ 
tions provided by law for false or fraudu¬ 
lent entries, the importer has the ulti¬ 
mate responsibility for supplying all in¬ 
formation needed by the Customs Service 
to process an entry, and for the com¬ 
pleteness and truthfulness of such in¬ 
formation. If certain information cannot 
be supplied by the assembler, and is not 
provided by the importer, entitlement to 
the exemption may be lost. 

§ 10.18 Marking. 

Assembled articles entitled to the ex¬ 
emption are considered products of the 
country of assembly for the purposes of 
the country of origin marking require¬ 
ments of section 304, Tariff Act of 1930, 
as amended (19 U.S.C. 1304). If an im¬ 
ported assembled article entitled to the 
exemption was made entirely of Ameri¬ 
can-made components and materials, 
and does not contain any foreign-made 
components, the marking “Assembled in 

-’’ may be substituted for 

“Made in_ 

§ 10.19 Standards, quotas, and visas. 

All requirements and restrictions ap¬ 
plicable to imported merchandise, such 
as labeling, radiation-retarding proper¬ 
ties, quotas, and visas, apply to assembled 
articles eligible for the exemption in the 
same manner as they would apply to all 
other imported merchandise. 

§ 10.20 Suspension of liquidation. 

When a claim for the exemption is 
predicated on estimated cost data fur¬ 
nished either in advance of or at the 
time of entry, this fact should be clearly 
stated in writing at the time of entry, and 
suspension of liquidation may be re¬ 
quested by the importer or his agent 
pending the furnishing of actual cost 
data. Although the Customs Service 
normally will try to adjust the liquida¬ 
tion procedure to the importer’s or as¬ 
sembler’s accounting periods, it may be¬ 
come necessary, in some cases, for the 
importer or assembler to modify his ac¬ 
counting procedures to conform them to 
Customs requirements. 

§ 10.21 Valuation of exempted compo¬ 
nents. 

The value of fabricated components 
to be subtracted from the full value of 
the assembled article is the cost of the 
components when last purchased, f.o.b. 
United States port of exportation or 
point of border crossing as set out in the 
invoice and entry papers, or, if no pur¬ 
chase was made, the value of the com¬ 
ponents at the time of their shipment 
for exportation, f.o.b. United States port 
of exportation or point of border cross¬ 
ing, as set out in the invoice and entry 
papers. However, if the appraising officer 
concludes that the cost or value of the 
fabricated components so ascertained 
does not represent a reasonable cost or 
value, then the value of the components 
shall be determined in accordance with 
section 402 or section 402a, Tariff Act 
of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 1401a, 
1402). 


§ 10.22 Valuation of assembled articles. 

(a) Statutory basis used in valuation . 
As in the case of the appraisement of 
any other imported merchandise (see 
subpart C of Part 152 of this chapter), 
the full value of assembled articles im¬ 
ported under item 807.00, Tariff Sched¬ 
ules of the United States (19 U.S.C. 
1202), is determined in accordance with 
the appropriate statutory basis. 

(b) Use of constructed value or cost of 
production as basis for valuation. A pre¬ 
ponderance of the merchandise entitled 
to the item 807.00, Tariff Schedules of the 
United States, exemption is appraised 
on the basis of constructed value or cost 
of production. 

(1) Constructed value. Constructed 
value is the statutory basis of appraise¬ 
ment authorized by section 402(d), 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 
1401a (d)). and is applicable to imported 
articles which are not on a list compiled 
by the Department of the Treasury, 
known as the “final list’ 1 (T.D. 54521). 

(2) Cost of production. Cost of pro¬ 
duction is the statutory basis of appraise¬ 
ment authorized by section 402a(f), 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 
1402(f)), and is applicable to imported 
articles which are on the “final list” 
(T.D. 54521). 

§ 10.23 Elements involved in determin¬ 
ing constructed value or cost of pro¬ 
duction. 

Both constructed value and cost of 
production of assembled articles are de¬ 
termined from the following cost data: 

(a) Cost of materials . The cost of ma¬ 
terials to be reported in connection with 
a claim for an item 807.00, Tariff Sched¬ 
ules of the United States (19 U.S.C. 
1202), exemption, where constructed 
value or cost of production is the basis of 
appraisement includes, but is not limited 
to: 

(1) The cost or value of all American- 
made components and other American- 
made materials f.o.b. the United States 
port of exportation or point of border 
crossing. If these items were purchased, 
there should be included, in addition to 
the purchase price, all costs incurred up 
to the time of the items’ arrival at the 
port of exportation, such as packing, 
freight, insurance, warehousing, sorting, 
and repacking. If the items were not pur¬ 
chased, the value would be the sum of all 
expenses incurred in producing the com¬ 
ponents, including general expenses, an 
amount for profits, and all costs incurred 
from the time the components are com¬ 
pleted to the time they arrive at the port 
of exportation or point of border 
crossing; 

(2) Freight, insurance, lading and un¬ 
lading, and other costs incurred in trans¬ 
porting the American-made components 
and materials from the port of exporta¬ 
tion or point of border crossing to the 
assembler’s plant; 

(3) The cost or value of all other com¬ 
ponents and materials added in the coun¬ 
try of assembly as well as the costs in¬ 
curred in transporting these components 
and materials to the assembler’s plant, 


including packing, freight, Insurance 
and lading and unlading; 

(4) The value of waste or spoilage 
including scrap, such as trimmings, cut¬ 
tings, and turnings from a lathe,’ and 
United States components delivered to 
the assembler and found to be unusable 
The value of waste or spoilage shall be 
determined from the actual cost of the 
materials less the market value of recov¬ 
ered scrap or rejected components; and 

(5) Taxes on materials assessed by the 

country of assembly, but remitted or 
refunded upon exportation of the fin¬ 
ished articles from the country of assem¬ 
bly, such as sales taxes and value added 
taxes. Such taxes are included under 
the cost of materials when cost of pro¬ 
duction is the basis of valuation, but are 
excluded when constructed value is the 
basis of valuation. 

(b) Cost of fabrication. The cost of 
fabrication of an assembled article in¬ 
cludes, but is not limited to: 

(1) All actual labor costs involved 
in the assembly operations, Including 
fringe benefits such as paid holidays, 
vacations, social security, school taxes! 
seventh-day pay, on-the-job training, 
housing allowance, and idle time. Devia¬ 
tion from normal production efficiency ' 
to adjust for actual production should 
be reflected, if necessary, to insure that 
the total actual labor costs incurred in 
the assembly are shown in the cost data 
sheets. For instance, if the efficiency of 
the production workers does not meet 
projected expectations, with a conse¬ 
quent increase in unit labor costs, the 
increased costs should be reflected in 
the cost data furnished Customs. The 
costs of engineering, supervisory func¬ 
tions. quality control, and similar per¬ 
sonnel expenses shall be included; 

(2) The cost of dies, molds, tooling, 
special machinery, and similar equip¬ 
ment costs which are allocable to the 
particular merchandise under considera¬ 
tion (as opposed to general costs for 
plant equipment or machinery, which are 
included under general expenses); 

(3) The cost of research, development, 
design, engineering, and blueprints; 

(4) The cost of inspecting and test¬ 
ing; and 

(5) The cost of subcontract work, in¬ 
cluding the general expenses and profit 
involved in such work, when a foreign as¬ 
sembler has a portion of the assembly 
work accomplished by a subcontractor. 
These costs are considered as part of 
the cost of materials to the foreign as¬ 
sembler. 

(c) General expenses. General ex¬ 
penses, which are all expenses other than 
cost of materials and fabrication, profit, 
and packaging expenses, include, but are 
not limited to: 

(1) Building rent or depreciation; 

(2) Costs for utilities, including heat, 
light, power, and water; 

(3) Telephone, telegraph, and cable 
costs; 

(4) Depreciation of machinery and 
equipment other than dies, molds, tool¬ 
ing, special machinery, and similar 
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pcuipment allocable to the particular 
merchandise under consideration; 

(5) Expenses for maintenance, re¬ 
pairs, and renewals; 

(6) Fire and liability insurancec osts; 

(7) Taxes on buildings; 

(8) Factory storage costs; 

(9) Expenses for office and factory 

supplies; 

(10) Administration salanes and ex¬ 
penses (executives’, managers’, and office 
workers’ salaries), and salesmen’s sala¬ 
ries. commissions, and expenses; 

(11) Travel expenses; 

(12) Advertising expenses; 

(13) Licensing fees paid to a foreign 

government; 

(14) Legal expenses; 

(15) Nonrefundable expenses relating 
to the importation of articles into a for¬ 
eign country, such as foreign brokerage 
fees; 

(16) Auditing expenses of the foreign 
assembly operation; 

(17) Start up costs (other than on- 
the-job training costs). These include 
legal fees for the consultant or entre¬ 
preneur, a fee for setting up the as¬ 
sembler corporation, costs for construc¬ 
tion of buildings and installation of 
manufacturing machinery, engineering 
fees and material costs to acquire elec¬ 
tricity or other power for the plant, fees 
for the issuance of any permits required, 
the cost of a bond given to show good 
faith, charges for telephone service, roads 
and rail spurs, charges for securing a 
labor force as well as for their pre-train¬ 
ing, costs of trusts established to satisfy 
foreign ownership, the cost of a plant 
bond to insure exportation of all mate¬ 
rials imported into a foreign country for 
assembly and to insure return of all im¬ 
ported machinery, and expenses of re¬ 
locating plant management and produc¬ 
tion supervisors and their families; and 

(18) All other general administrative 
and overhead expenses including jani¬ 
torial services, security services, and the 
services of a foreign warehouse officer. 

(d) Profit. The amount of profit nor¬ 
mally realized by the assembler and the 
method of calculation should be reported. 
The actual Customs appraisement will be 
based on the amount of profit which is 
found to be usual or ordinary in the 
trade, subject to technical limitations 
and requirements more particularly de¬ 
scribed in the applicable statutory 
provisions. 

(e) Packing expenses . All costs of 
packing or otherwise preparing assem¬ 
bled articles for shipment to the United 
States should be reported. These costs 
include, but are not limited to, the cost 
of containers, the cost of packing mate¬ 
rials such as excelsior, straw, and string, 
the COst of spraying and fumigating 
Packing materials, and the cost of labor 
lor packing. Packing materials of United 
states origin may be separately exempt 
irom duty under the exemption provided 
TTwi!^? 8 °0.00, Tariff Schedules of the 
united States (19 U.S.C. 1202), for 
American goods returned without ad- 
’ancement in value or improvement in 
condition while abroad. 

.JP C° st of assists. The full value or 
cost of assists as defined in § 10.12(c) 


must be reported regardless of whether 
the cost was incurred in the United States 
or was amortized previously and carried 
at a book value of zero, and regardless of 
whether the assist was supplied free of 
charge or at a nominal cost. In the case 
of assists which are subject to wear and 
tear, such as tools, dies, molds, printing 
plates, and machinery, appraisement 
generally will be based on their market 
value at the time of exportation. Where 
actual market value cannot be deter¬ 
mined, the initial cost of the assist less 
reasonable depreciation may be accepted 
as an estimate of market value. In the 
case of assists winch are not subject to 
wear and tear, such as the cost of re¬ 
search and development, engineering, 
blueprints, art work, and financial assist¬ 
ance, appraisement will be based on the 
original cost of the assist without allow¬ 
ance for previous use. 

Example 1. A special tool Is furnished by 
the importer to the assembler free of charge. 
This Is an assist. The market value of the 
tool at the time It was furnished would be 
prorated over the units to be assembled on 
one of several possible bases. 

Example 2. A special tool purchased by and 
.owned by the assembler Is used In the as¬ 
sembly operation. This Is not an assist. The 
value of the use of the tool should be in¬ 
cluded by the assembler in his cost of 
fabrication. 

§ 10.2-1 CoM data required if oilier stat¬ 
utory basis applicable. 

If it is determined that constructed 
value or cost of production is not the ap¬ 
propriate basis for appraisement of the 
assembled articles, the importer may be 
required to submit cost data of a nature 
other than specifically described in this 
part. 

Example. If appraisement is on the basis 
of United States value, the Importer may be 
required to furnish information on his resale 
price at the wholesale level in the United 
States, his general expenses and profit on the 
resale, and other data which is needed to 
determine United States value. 

§ 10.25 Advice before importation. 

To avoid possible difficulties in claim¬ 
ing the item 807.00, Tariff Schedules of 
the United States (19 U.S.C. 1202), ex¬ 
emption and possible penalties for false 
or improper entry, prospective importers 
are encouraged to communicate with the 
district director of the port of intended 
entry of the assembled article to obtain 
advice concerning the validity of the 
prospective claim and the adequacy of 
the manner in which the claim will be 
established. If the district director, or 
designated import specialist, is unable to 
furnish complete advice, he will furnish 
information as to the procedure for ap¬ 
plying for a ruling under section 152.14 
of this chapter. The cost data furnished 
at the time advice is sought may be 
based on projected costs or on standard 
operating costs. 

§ 10.26 Tpclating com! data and other 
in formation. 

If estimated cost data is furnished in 
advance of entry or at the time of entry 
of the assembled articles, information 
concerning the actual costs involved must 
bt submitted as soon as accounting pro- 
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cedures permit. The format for the sub¬ 
mission of cost data may vary with the 
type of assembly operation involved or 
the accounting procedures and capabili¬ 
ties of the importer. The district director 
must be notified immediately whenever 
foreign-made components are sub¬ 
stituted for, or commingled with, Amer¬ 
ican-made components, whenever the 
assembly operation is changed, or when¬ 
ever there is a material change in the 
information previously furnished the 
Customs Service. To insure that informa¬ 
tion used for Customs purposes is rea¬ 
sonably current, the importer will ordi¬ 
narily be required to furnish updated 
cost and assembly data at least every six 
months, regardless of whether the im¬ 
porter considers that significant changes 
have occurred. The period may be ex¬ 
tended by the district director if such 
extension is appropriate for the type of 
merchandise involved, or because of the 
accounting period normally used in the 
trade, or because of other relevant cir¬ 
cumstances. 

2. It is also proposed to amend 
§ 10.112 of the Customs Regulations (19 
CFR 10.112), and the centerhead im¬ 
mediately preceding that section to read 
as follows: 

Late Filing of Free and Partial 
Exemption Entry Documents 

§ 10.112 Filing free and partial exemp¬ 
tion entry documents after entry. 

Except as provided in § 10.17(a), relat¬ 
ing to the filing of documents in connec¬ 
tion with the entry of assembled articles 
claimed to be subject to the exemption 
under item 807.00, Tariff Schedules of 
the United States (19 U.S,C. 1202), when¬ 
ever a document, form, or statement re¬ 
quired by regulations in this part to be 
filed in connection with the entry is not 
filed at the time of the entry or within 
the period for which a bond was filed 
for its production, but failure to file it 
was not due to willful negligence or 
fraudulent intent, such document, form, 
or statement may be filed at any time 
prior to liquidation of the entry or. if 
the entry was liquidated, before the liq¬ 
uidation becomes final. 

Data, view's, or arguments with respect 
to the foregoing proposal may be ad¬ 
dressed to the Commissioner of Customs. 
Attention: Regulations Division, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20229. To insure considera¬ 
tion of such communications, they must 
be received not later than September 3, 
1974. 

Written material or suggestions sub¬ 
mitted will be available for public inspec¬ 
tion in accordance with § 103.8(b) of the 
Customs Regulations (19 CFR 103.8(b)), 
at the Regulations Division, Headquar¬ 
ters, United States Customs Service. 
Washington, D.C., during regular busi¬ 
ness hours. 

(seal! Leonard Lehman, 

Acting Commissioner of Customs. 

Approved: July 1, 1974. 

David R. Macdonald, 

Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

|FR Doc.74-15436 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 
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Internal Revenue Service 
[ 26 CFR Parts 20, 25 ] 
VALUATION OF BONDS 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 

Correction 

In FR Doc.74-14949, appearing at 
page 24019, In the issue for Friday, 
June 28, 1974, in the second column on 
page 24020, Examples (1), (2) and (3) 
should follow § 25.2512-2(b) (3) on page 
24021. 

In the first column of page 24021, the 
second paragraph (3) and examples (1), 

(2) and (3) should appear after 
§ 20.2031-2(b) (2) on page 24020. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural Marketing Service 
[7 CFR Part 900] 

l Docket No. A0377J 

RYEGRASS SEED GROWN IN OREGON 

Decision on a Proposed Marketing 
Agreement and Order 

A public hearing was held upon a pro¬ 
posed marketing agreement and order 
regulating the handling of ryegrass seed 
grown in Oregon. 

The hearing was held, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice (7 CFR Part 900), at 
Albany, Oregon. January 30, 31, and 
February 1, 1973, pursuant to notice 
therefor issued on January 10, 1973. 

Upon the basis of the evidence intro¬ 
duced at the hearing and the record 
thereof, the Associate Administrator, on 
April 2, 1974, filed with the Hearing 
Clerk, United States Department of Agri¬ 
culture, his recommended decision con¬ 
taining notice of the opportunity to file 
written exceptions thereto. 

The material issues, findings and con¬ 
clusions, rulings, and general findings of 
the recommended decision are hereby 
approved and adopted and are set forth 
in full herein. 

Material issues . The material issues 
presented on the record of the hearing 
are as follows: 

U) The existence of the right to exer¬ 
cise Federal jurisdiction; 

(2) The need for the regulatory pro¬ 
gram to effectuate the declared purposes 
of the act; 

(3) The definition of the commodity 
and determination of the production area 
to be affected by the order; 

(4) The Identity of the persons, and 
the marketing transactions to be regu¬ 
lated; and 

(5) The specific terms and provisions 
of the order including: 

(a) Definitions of terms used therein 
which are necessary and Incidental to 
attain the declared objectives of the act, 
and including all those set forth in the 
notice of hearing, among which are those 
applicable to the following additional 
terms and provisions; 

(b) The establishment, maintenance, 
composition, powers, and duties of a com¬ 


mittee which shall be the local admin¬ 
istrative agency for assisting the Secre¬ 
tary in administration of the order; 

(c) The incurring of expenses and the 
levying of assessments on handlers to 
obtain revenue for paying such expenses; 

(d) The method of regulating the han¬ 
dling of ryegrass seed grown in the pro¬ 
duction area, including the establishment 
of base quantities and allocations and 
other terms and provisions relating to 
volume regulations; 

(e) The establishment of requirements 
for reporting and recordkeeping on 
marketing transactions; 

(f) The requirements of compliance 
with all provisions of the order and with 
regulations issued pursuant thereto; and 

(g) Additional terms and conditions of 
miscellaneous provisions published (38 
FR 1197) as sections 70 through 81 which 
are common to marketing orders and 
other terms and conditions published as 
sections 82 through 84 which are com¬ 
mon to marketing agreements only. 

Findings and conclusions. The find¬ 
ings and conclusions on the aforemen¬ 
tioned material issues, all of which are 
based on the evidence adduced at the 
hearing and the record thereof, are as 
follows: 

Ryegrass seed is an agricultural com¬ 
modity to which marketing orders may 
be issued pursuant to the act. The order 
should regulate the handling of ryegrass 
seed (annual and perennial) by restrict¬ 
ing the quantity of ryegrass seed (annual 
and perennial) which may be freely han¬ 
dled by handlers. It should provide a 
method for allotting the quantity of rye¬ 
grass seed (separately for annual and 
perennial) from any crop year among 
handlers based on amounts sold by grow¬ 
ers during a representative period deter¬ 
mined by the Secretary to the end that 
the total quantity to be handled from 
such crop year will be apportioned 
equitably among the growers. This is for 
the purpose of carrying out the declared 
policy of the act by establishing and 
maintaining orderly marketing condi¬ 
tions and increasing returns to growers 
for ryegrass seed so as to approach the 
parity price. 

(1) Ryegrass seed (annual and peren¬ 
nial) is harvested and cleaned by grow¬ 
ers and sold to dealers for shipment 
throughout the United States and the 
world. Almost 100 percent of the 264 mil¬ 
lion pounds (production in 1971) of the 
ryegrass seed grown in the United States 
was produced in Oregon. The record indi¬ 
cates that normally over 90 percent of 
the ryegrass seed produced in Oregon is 
shipped for use in other states and for¬ 
eign countries. The domestic market for 
ryegrass seed grown in Oregon is the en¬ 
tire United States. A considerable quan¬ 
tity is also exported to foreign countries- 
Therefore it is concluded that the han¬ 
dling of ryegrass seed produced in Ore¬ 
gon is in the current of interstate or for¬ 
eign commerce or directly burdens, ob¬ 
structs, or affects interstate or foreign 
commerce in such commodity to such an 
extent as to make necessary the regula¬ 
tion of ryegrass seed grown in Oregon 


and handled for use in intrastate com 
merce as well as for use in interstate and 
foreign commerce. 

It is determined from substantial evi 
dence in the record of hearing on which 
these findings and conclusions are based 
that the right to exercise federal juris¬ 
diction in the handling of ryegrass seed 
produced in Oregon is proper and appro¬ 
priate under the act and the marketing 
order hereinafter set forth. 

(2) The need for the regulatory pro¬ 
gram for ryegrass seed is supported b? 
substantial evidence in the record of 
hearing. 


Prices received by growers averaged 
$15.90 per hundredweight from sales of 
36.5 million pounds of perennial ryegrass 
seed and $5.50 per hundredweight from 
sales of 201.4 million pounds of annual 
ryegrass seed of the 1972 crop. The Jan¬ 
uary 1973 parity price for all the ryegrass 
seed was $10.19 for annual and perennial 
ryegrass combined. Average prices re¬ 
ceived by growers from sales of all rye¬ 
grass seed of the 1972 crop amounted to 
$7.10 per hundredweight or 70 percent 
of the January 1973 parity price. 

Price fluctuations for ryegrass seed 
were shown to be the second highest for 
grasses grown in Oregon. The price range 
during the last fourteen years was from 
$5.05 in 1962 to $15.90 in 1972 for pe¬ 
rennial and from $3.42 in 1960 to $7.30 
in 1969 for annual ryegrass seed. Signif¬ 
icant price fluctuations' have continued 
through the years. During these years, 
costs of operations have increased. Tes¬ 
timony showed that in 1951 growers paid 
about $1.00 per hour for labor and $6,000 
for a combine and received an average of 
$9.00 per hundredweight for annual rye¬ 
grass seed. In 1971 growers paid about 
$2.00 per hour for labor; a comparable 
combine would have cost over $12,000, 
and growers received about $5.00 per 
hundredweight for annual ryegrass seed. 

An average gross return of $63.85 per 
acre for the preceding 14-year period was 
below the reported average cost of pro¬ 
duction for the same period. This op¬ 
erating loss has caused a decline in the 
number of growers each year. 

The record further indicated that the 
two most important factors influencing 
the price received by growers for ryegrass 
seed are: (a) The carryover from previ¬ 
ous years and (b) the current year’s pro¬ 
duction. Of these two factors, the impact 
on price of carryover of annual rye¬ 
grass seed from previous years is greater 
than the impact of the current year’s 
production. 


Growers frequently finance production 
and harvesting costs with borrowed cap¬ 
ital. Growers’ assets are affected by tlie 
returns received from ryegrass seed. 
Associated industries, such as credit 
agencies, manufacturers, and dealers in 
fertilizer, insecticides, machinery, etc- 
are directly affected by the wide price 
fluctuations growers receive for ryegrass 


seed. 

Growers’ motivations for increasing or 
decreasing production of ryegrass seea 
(annual or perennial) during any 
season are influenced by prices received. 
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firowers tend to plant In response to 
nrevious year’s prices. Growers fre¬ 
quently are unable to accurately estimate 
their share of an Indefinite or unknown 
annual supply and, therefore, plant In 
excess of the amount necessary to pro¬ 
vide'the market with a supply that 
would avoid low returns to producers. 

The record evidence shows that rye¬ 
grass growers, both individually and col¬ 
lectively. have been unable to cope with 
the industrywide problem of balancing 
supply with demand. The favorable ef¬ 
fects on price of reductions in production 
and sales of ryegrass seed by some in¬ 
dividual producers have been negated by 
increases in production and sales by 
producers. 

According to the record, adduced at 
the hearing, growers of ryegrass seed in 
Oregon may expect that, in the absence 
of a program such as proposed, condi¬ 
tions will likely continue to alternate 
between supplies in excess of demand, 
resulting in depressed prices and a period 
of relatively small supplies with sharply 
higher prices. The record confirmed that 
need exists to regulate marketing by 
making allotments to growers which 
specify the maximum quantity of rye¬ 
grass seed a handler may purchase or 
handle from a grower, and thereby sta¬ 
bilize supplies, promote orderly market¬ 
ing, and tend to cause prices to rise to¬ 
ward parity. The interests of consumers 
would be served by maintaining an ade¬ 
quate supply of ryegrass seed at more 
stable prices, and excessive price rises 
would be discouraged by removing all 
limitations on production and sales of 
ryegrass seed at the end of any crop year 
when prices to growers have reached 
parity. 

The need for a regulatory program, 
such as the order hereinafter sets forth, 
to better balance the supply of ryegrass 
with demand is clearly established in the 
record. Further, the terms and provisions 
of the order which are authorized by the 
act would serve as a means of establish¬ 
ing and maintaining orderly marketing 
conditions for this commodity. 

(3) Certain terms and provisions in 
the order should be initially defined and 
explained therein for the purpose of des¬ 
ignating specifically their applicability 
and limitations whenever they are there¬ 
after used. 

Accordingly, “Ryegrass” is defined as 
the seed of annual and perennial rye¬ 
grass identified as all species of the 
Genus Lolium. The inclusion of all spe¬ 
cies under the Genus Lolium is nec¬ 
essary to effectively control the vol¬ 
ume of marketing of ryegrass seed in the 
production area. Any exclusion of a 
strain, variety or generation of ryegrass 
seed from the order would offer a means 
to avoid volume controls and therefore 
interfere and possibly defeat the purpose 
and effect of the order. Any variety, 
strain or generation of ryegrass seed 
could be produced and marketed under 
Jbe order. However, the record shows 
mat some handlers contracted with 
growers prior to the time this order was 
announced for the production of certain 


varieties of ryegrass seed over a period 
of one or more future years. The regula¬ 
tion of the handling of ryegrass seed pro¬ 
duced under the terms of prior contracts 
could work an undue hardship on both 
the growers and the handlers. Therefore, 
it is concluded that all grower contracts 
for the production of proprietary varie¬ 
ties of ryegrass seed outstanding at the 
time of the recommended decision, pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on April 2, 
1974, should be exempt from such order 
as may be issued during the life of such 
contracts or for the ensuing four years, 
whichever period of time is shorter, pro¬ 
vided that an application for such ex¬ 
emption is filed with the Committee 
within 60 days from the effective date of 
this order and a satisfactory showing of 
such facts is made to the Committee. 
(See §_43 of the order.) 

“Production Area” means the locale 
where the rye-grass seed grown is sub¬ 
ject to the terms and provisions of the 
marketing order. Growers in the State 
of Oregon produce almost 100 percent of 
the ryegrass seed grown in the United 
States. Some shifts in production have 
occurred among parts of the State and 
other shifts may occur in the future, as it 
is possible to produce rye-grass seed gen¬ 
erally throughout the State. Ryegrass 
seed is now produced commercially in 
each hereinafter named district of the 
State. Therefore, it is determined that 
the State of Oregon constitutes the 
smallest regional production area that is 
practicable, consistent with carrying out 
the declared policy of the act and the 
production area should be so defined. 

(4) The term “grower” should be 
deemed to be synonymous with producer 
and should be defined to mean any per¬ 
son engaged in a proprietary capacity to 
the production of ryegrass seed in the 
production area for market. 

Growers include individuals, partner¬ 
ships, corporations, or any other business 
units which in any way own all or a por¬ 
tion of the ryegrass seed produced. The 
term “grower” would include a husband 
and wife, who together produce ryegrass 
seed. 

In sharecropping arrangements, each 
person receiving a share of the crop 
would be a grower. A cash renter of rye¬ 
grass acreage who produces ryegrass 
seed thereon and has the full right of dis¬ 
position of the crop, would be the grower. 
For purposes of nominating grower 
members, conducting elections and 
carrying out the order, the Committee 
should establish a list of registered grow¬ 
ers. Every person engaged in a proprie¬ 
tary capacity in the commercial produc¬ 
tion of ryegrass seed for market should 
be included on the list of registered 
growers. 

“Handle” should be defined to mean 
the act or function, or both, of placing 
ryegrass seed in the current of commerce 
within the production area or between 
the production area and any point out¬ 
side thereof. It should include the pur¬ 
chase of ryegrass seed from a grower, or 
the acquisition of ryegrass seed from a 
grower by any means, if the ryegrass 


seed is viable seed. However, if ryegrass 
seed is ground into meal, heated, or 
otherwise had its viability completely 
destroyed, the marketing of such prod¬ 
uct should not be termed handling rye¬ 
grass seed. 

Handle should also mean to sell, con¬ 
sign, ship or transport ryegrass seed, ex¬ 
cept as a common or contract carrier, of 
ryegrass owned by another person. The 
transporting of ryegrass seed within the 
production area by growers for cleaning 
and storage should not be construed as 
handling by such growers. However, if 
a grower sells, consigns, or otherwise 
places ryegrass seed into marketing 
channels, except through a registered 
handler, then the grower himself must 
be considered to be a handler. Handle 
should not include the transaction 
where one grower sells or loans ryegrass 
seed to another grower In order to enable 
the latter to fulfill his allotment. 

“Handler” should be defined to 
identify the persons who would be 
subject to regulation. It should mean any 
person who handles ryegrass seed. In 
order to facilitate administration of the 
order, to obtain nominations and con¬ 
duct elections of handler members of the 
Committee, to keep handlers informed of 
regulatory actions and monitor the 
quantity of ryegrass seed handled, all 
handlers should be registered with the 
Committee. 

Any act by any person whereby he pur¬ 
chases cleaned ryegrass seed from a pro¬ 
ducer, or he sells or transports cleaned 
ryegrass seed within the production area 
or between the production area and any 
point outside thereof is handling. 

The definition of “person” should be 
the same as that term is set forth in the 
act. 

(5) (a) Certain terms applying to spe¬ 
cific individuals, agencies, legislation, 
concepts, or things are used throughout 
the order. These terms should be de¬ 
fined in the order for the purpose of 
designating specifically their applicabil¬ 
ity and establishing appropriate limita¬ 
tions of their resoective meanings 
wherever they are used. 

The definition of “Act” provides the 
correct legal citations for the statute 
pursuant to which the regulatory pro¬ 
gram is to be operative. 

Section 8c<7) (c) of the act (7 U.S.C. 
608c(7) (c)) provides for an adminis¬ 
trative agency for effective operation of 
an order. It is desirable to establish such 
an agency to administer this order, as 
an aid to the secretary in carrying out 
the purposes of the order and the de¬ 
clared policy of the act. The term “Rye¬ 
grass Administrative Committee” is a 
proper identification of the agency and 
reflects the character thereof. 

“Crop year” should be defined to mean 
the period July 1 through June 30 inclu¬ 
sive, as this period begins shortly before 
the beginning of harvest of ryegrass seed 
and continues for 12 consecutive months. 
It establishes an operation period for 
the levying of assessments, other finan¬ 
cial operations, regulatory provisions 
and recordkeeping under the order. 
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4 ‘Districts” should be defined as the 
geographical divisions of the production 
area which delineate the producing sec¬ 
tions generally in accordance with in¬ 
dustry understanding of subdivisions of 
the production area and to assure equi¬ 
table representation of such subdivisions 
on the committee. 

The terms “Foundation Seed. Regis¬ 
tered Seed, and Certified Seed” should 
be defined because they are terms relat¬ 
ing to quality of seed and the order 
makes provision for using quality limi¬ 
tation as well as quantity limitation 
to aid in improving and stabilizing the 
market for ryegrass seed. The terms 
should be defined as specified in the reg¬ 
ulations under the Federal Seed Act (7 
U.S.C. 1551 et al.). 

'‘Proprietary interest” is construed to 
mean the assumption of the risk or shar¬ 
ing the risk of loss in production and 
marketing of a crop of ryegrass seed. 
Each party to a joint venture should be 
considered a grower in proportion to the 
share of his proprietary interest; for 
instance, each party to a 50-50 joint 
venture should be considered the grower 
of half of the ryegrass seed sold. 

Since there are so many possible shar¬ 
ing arrangements by growers, rather 
than to try to cover them all in the or¬ 
der. it is appropriate that the order 
should provide for regulations recom¬ 
mended by the administrative committee 
and approved by the Secretary to cover 
such sharing arrangements as the ne¬ 
cessity therefor arises. 

“Proprietary Variety” should be de¬ 
fined as any variety of ryegrass (annual 
or perennial) over which a person has 
exclusive ownership or control. Some 
growers have contracted to product pro¬ 
prietary varieties of ryegrass and sell the 
seed produced to the person owning or 
controlling the contract. 

“Secretary” should be defined to in¬ 
clude not only the Secretary of Agricul¬ 
ture of the United States, the official 
charged by law with the responsibility 
for programs of this nature, but also, 
in order to recognize the fact that it is 
physically impossible for him to perform 
personally all functions and duties im¬ 
posed upon him by law, any other offi¬ 
cer or employee of the U.S. Department 
of Agriculture who is, or who may here¬ 
after be, authorized to act in his stead. 

“Quantity” of ryegrass seed should be 
defined to mean the weight of cleaned 
ryegrass seed in pounds. It is customary 
for a grower to clean his ryegrass, or 
have it cleaned, before it is sold by him. 
Therefore the application of the term 
“quantity” to the ryegrass after it is 
cleaned is the customary way in which 
this term is used. 

(b) Ryegrass Administrative Commit¬ 
tee—Record evidence shows that a com¬ 
mittee of 9 members, with representa¬ 
tion as hereinafter provided in §_20, 

with a like number of alternates, should 
be a workable, equitable, representative 
committee providing adequate industry 
representation and assuring recommen¬ 
dations of marketing regulations reflec¬ 
tive of the general consensus of the in¬ 
dustry and should also be adequate for 


the discharge of the other various com¬ 
mittee duties and responsibilities. 

Since a declared policy of the act 1s 
to assist producers, it is appropriate 
that a preponderance of committee mem¬ 
bers should be producers. Seven of the 
nine committee members should be 
growers of ryegrass seed for market at 
the time of their selection and during 
their term of office in the respective dis¬ 
tricts as hereinafter defined, or who are 
officers or employees of corporate pro¬ 
ducers in the respective districts. For 
purposes of committee membership a 
grower is a handler if the quantity of 
ryegrass seed handled by him exceeds 
the quantity produced by him. Two 
handler members and their alternates, 
selected from the production area at 
large, who are currently handling rye¬ 
grass seed and who handled ryegrass 
seed during the previous crop year, 
should complement the producer mem¬ 
bership, providing balanced judgments 
and a broad perspective of the produc¬ 
tion area ryegrass seed marketing 
situation. 

Grower representation on the commit¬ 
tee should be distributed among such 
districts on the basis of their past rec¬ 
ord of acreage and production in each 
district. This basis should provide equi¬ 
table representation on the committee 
and should also provide the separate dis¬ 
tricts with reasonable representation. 
This should be accomplished by allow¬ 
ing District No. 1, consisting of Linn 
County. Oregon with 70 percent of the 
production, 4 grower members; District 
No. 2, comprising Benton and Lane 
Counties, Oregon, with 20 percent of the 
production, 2 grower members; and Dis¬ 
trict No. 3, embracing all other counties 
of Oregon, with under 10 percent of the 
production, 1 grower member. 

The order should provide for reappor¬ 
tionment and redistricting so that the 
Secretary, may upon recommendation of 
the committee, give consideration to ad¬ 
justments and to make adjustments 
when warranted in committee represen¬ 
tation in the event of significantly 
changing conditions in the future, such 
as major shifts in production within the 
production area. 

Provisions should be included for 
growers in each district to nominate per¬ 
sons for each committee member and 
alternate position to represent them on 
the committee. It would be desirable to 
hold one or more public meetings to 
nominate the initial committee members 
and their alternates. However, if this 
procedure might cause undue delay, the 
Secretary should have the flexibility of 
accepting nominations obtained in an 
appropriate alternative manner. 

If nominations cannot be obtained by 
the use of one or more public meetings, 
or by other means, without undue delay, 
the Secretary is authorized to select 
the committee without regard to nomi¬ 
nation. Such selection should, of course, 
be on the basis of the representation 
provided in the order. 

Each person selected by the Secretary 
as a committee member or alternate 


should qualify by filing with the Sec¬ 
retary a written acceptance of his will¬ 
ingness and intention to serve in his 
position. 

Provisions should be set forth in the 
order for the filling of any vacancies on 
the committee, including selection by the 
Secretary without regard to nominations 
where such nominations are not made as 
prescribed, in order to provide for main¬ 
taining a full membership on the 
committee. 

The order should provide that an alter¬ 
nate member shaU be selected for each 
member of the committee in order to in¬ 
sure that each district has representa¬ 
tion at meetings. Each alternate who Is 
selected shall have the same qualifica¬ 
tions for membership as the member for 
whom he is alternate, so that during the 
member's absence or in the event that 
the member should die, resign, be re¬ 
moved from office, or be disqualified, the 
district representation on the committee 
will remain unchanged. In such cases, 
the alternate should serve until a suc¬ 
cessor to such member has been selected 
and qualified. 

A 3-year-term. with the election of 3 
committee members each year seems 
reasonable, and will allow the ryegrass 
seed industry to express its approval or 
disapproval of committee membership 
each year. The terms of office of the ini¬ 
tial members of the committee should be 
established by the Secretary so the term 
of office for 2 grower members and 1 
handler member should be the Initial 
crop year, the term of office for 2 grower 
members and 1 handler member should 
be the initial crop year plus the suc¬ 
ceeding crop year, and the terra of office 
for 3 grower members should be the ini¬ 
tial crop year plus the 2 succeeding crop 
years. The terms of office of each com¬ 
mittee member should continue until his 
successor Is selected and has qualified. 

With regard to committee meetings 
and procedure, the evidence of record 
shows that 6 members, including alter¬ 
nates acting as members, should be nec¬ 
essary to constitute a quorum and any 
action of the committee will require the 
concurring vote of at least 5 members. 

The committee should have authority 
to follow procedures which will assure its 
proper and efficient operation. In order 
to facilitate the transaction of routine, 
noncontroversial business where it might 
be expensive and unreasonable to call an 
assembled meeting, or in other instances 
when rapid action may be necessary, the 
committee should be authorized to con¬ 
duct meetings by telephone, telegraph or 
other means of communication. Such 
possibilities as conference telephone calls 
or simultaneous meeting of groups of its 
members in two or more places with di¬ 
rect communications connections should 
be considered and utilized if advantage¬ 
ous to the operation of the order. 

Any votes cast at nonassembled meet¬ 
ings should be confirmed promptly m 
writing to provide a record of how ear 
member, or the alternate acting in nn 
stead, voted. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 39 f NO. 130—fRJDAY, JULY 5. 1974 






PROPOSED RULES 


24659 


It is appropriate that the members 
and alternates of the committee be re¬ 
imbursed for necessary expenses incurred 
when performing authorized committee 
business, since it would be unfair for 
them to bear personally such expenses 
incurred in the interests of all ryegrass 
seed growers in the production area. 

The committee should be given those 
specific powers which are set forth in 
section 8c(7> (C) of the act (7 U.S.C. 608c 
(7) (c)). Such powers are necessary to 
enable an administrative agency of this 
character to function properly under the 
marketing order. The committee's duties 
as set forth in the order are necessary 
for the discharge of its responsibilities. 
These duties are generally similar to 
those specified for administrative agen¬ 
cies under other programs of this nature. 

An annual report should be prepared 
by the committee as soon as possible 
after the close of each marketing year to 
document fully its operations for the 
season to the industry and the Secretary. 

(c> The committee should be au¬ 
thorized to incur such expenses as the 
Secretary finds are reasonable and likely 
to be incurred by it for its maintenance 
and functioning and to enable it to ex¬ 
ercise its powers and perform its duties 
pursuant to the order. The committee 
should be required to prepare a budget at 
the beginning of each crop year, and as 
often as may be necessary thereafter, 
showing estimates of the income and 
expenditures necessary for the adminis¬ 
tration of the order during such period. 
Each such budget should be submitted 
to the Secretary with an analysis of its 
components in the form of a report which 
should also recommend to the Secretary 
the rate of assessment believed necessary 
to secure the income required for that 
period. While expenses and income can¬ 
not be anticipated with exact mathemat¬ 
ical certainty, the committee with its 
knowledge of conditions within the in¬ 
dustry will be in a good position to as¬ 
certain the necessary assessment rate 
and make recommendations in this re¬ 
gard. The funds to cover committee ex¬ 
penses should be obtained by levying as¬ 
sessments on handlers. The act specifi¬ 
cally authorizes the Secretary to approve 
tbe incurring of expenses by the admin¬ 
istrative agency estabished under the 
order and requires that each order of 
nature contain provisions requiring 
handlers to pay, pro rata, the necessary 
expenses. 


As his pro rata share of such ex¬ 
penses. each person who first handles 
ryegrass seed (annual and perennial) 
auring a crop year should pay assess¬ 
ments to the committee at a rate fixed 
oy the Secretary on all ryegrass seed 
annual and perennial) he so handles. In 
is way, each handler’s total payments 
assessments during a crop year would 
oe proportional to the quantity of rye- 
1 annual and perennial) han- 
and assessments 
, levie<1 on the same ryegrass 
only once. 

of assess meut should be es- 
oftho 6d by Secretary on the basil 
he committee’s recommendation, or 


the Secretary may use other available 
information in addition to that provided 
by the committee, so as to assure the 
imposition of such assessments as are 
consistent with the act. Such rate should 
be fixed on a unit basis, such as a pound 
or hundredweight. 

Although handling of ryegrass seed 
from the production area is a continu¬ 
ous 12-month operation, the period 
near the beginning of the crop year will 
be one of extra activity, for the com¬ 
mittee will be closing out one crop year, 
auditing its account, preparing the an¬ 
nual report, surveying the crop and mar¬ 
keting situation, developing a marketing 
policy and holding meetings to develop 
recommendations for regulations. This 
means that in all probability a large 
percentage of the committee’s expenses 
will be incurred before income for the 
current crop year equals expenses. 

In order to provide funds for the ad¬ 
ministration of this program during the 
crop year, prior to the time sufficient 
assessment income becomes available 
during such period, the committee 
should be authorized to accept advance 
payments of assessments from handlers 
and also, when such action is deemed 
to be desirable, to borrow' money to meet 
such deficiency. Furthermore, the com¬ 
mittee should be authorized to estab¬ 
lish a reserve fund which could be used 
to pay operating expenses until assess¬ 
ments are received from the new crop 
year in sufficient amount to pay current 
expenses. 

The provision for the acceptance by 
the administrative agency of advance 
assessment payments is included in 
other marketing order programs and has 
been found to be a satisfactory and de¬ 
sirable method of providing funds to 
cover costs of operation prior to the time 
when assessment collections are made 
in an appreciable amount. Revenue ac¬ 
cruing to the committee from assess¬ 
ments later in the season would normally 
provide the means of repaying any loans. 

Should it develop that assessment In¬ 
come during a crop year plus any funds 
in reserve would not, at the previously 
fixed rate, provide sufficient income to 
meet expenses, the funds to cover such 
expenses should be obtained by increas¬ 
ing the rate of assessment. Circum¬ 
stances might necessitate amending the 
budget for the crop year to increase it 
and such increase would not have been 
planned in the original assessment rate. 
Since the act requires that the adminis¬ 
trative expenses shall be paid by han¬ 
dlers, this is the only source of income to 
meet such expenses. The increased as¬ 
sessment rate should be applied to all 
ryegrass seed handled during the par¬ 
ticular crop year, so that the total pay¬ 
ments by each handler during each crop 
year will be proportional to his share of 
the total volume of ryegrass seed han¬ 
dled by all handlers during that year. 

Should the regulatory provisions of 
the order be suspended during any por¬ 
tion or all of a crop year, it will be neces¬ 
sary to obtain funds to cover expenses 
during such year unless funds in the 


reserve are sufficient for such purpose. 
Thus authorization should be provided to 
require the payment of assessments to 
meet any necessary expenses during such 
years. 

The assessment rates under the pro¬ 
gram would be set at the beginning of the 
crop year based on an estimate of num¬ 
ber of pounds of ryegrass seed to be mar¬ 
keted. Should crop failure or partial crop 
loss reduce the crop so that assessment 
income falls below expenses, it might be 
necessary for handlers to cover the deficit 
through increased assessments. Since this 
would impose an extra burden on the in¬ 
dustry, it would be equitable and less 
burdensome for handlers to establish an 
operating reserve during years of normal 
production. The reserve fund would be 
built during years when income exceeds 
expenses. In order that reserve funds not 
be accumulated beyond a reasonable 
amount, however, a limit of not to exceed 
approximately 1 crop year’s expenses 
should be provided. 

Except as necessary to establish and 
maintain an operating reserve as set 
forth in the order, handlers who have 
paid part of any excess should be entitled 
to a proportionate refund of any excess 
funds that remain at the end of a crop 
year. 

Upon termination of the order, any 
funds in the reserve that are not used 
to defray the necessary expenses of liqui¬ 
dation should, to the extent practicable, 
be returned to the handlers from whom 
such funds were collected. However, 
should the order be terminated after 
many years of operation, the precise 
equities of handlers may be impractical 
to ascertain. Therefore, it would be de¬ 
sirable and necessary to permit the un¬ 
expended reserve funds to be disposed 
of in any manner that the Secretary 
may determine to be appropriate in such 
circumstances. 

Funds received by the committee from 
assessments should be used solely for 
the purpose of the order. The commit¬ 
tee should, as a matter of good business 
practice, maintain up-to-date books and 
records clearly reflecting the operation 
of its affairs. It should provide the Sec¬ 
retary with periodic reports at appro¬ 
priate times such as at the end of each 
crop year or at such other times as may 
be necessary, to enable him to maintain 
appropriate supervision and control over 
activities and operations. 

The marketing order should provide 
authority for production and marketing 
research, and market development. Such 
activity could contribute to greater ef¬ 
ficiency in production and marketing 
and stimulate sales and use of ryegrass 
seed. Since the act contains no author¬ 
ity for paid advertising for ryegrass seed, 
market development does not include 
paid advertising. 

(d) The declared policy of the act is 
to establish and maintain such orderly 
marketing conditions for ryegrass seed 
(annual and perennial), among other 
commodities, as will tend to establish 
parity prices to growers and be in the 
public interest. The regulation of the 
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handling of ryegrass seed (annual and 
perennial), as authorized in the order, 
provides a means for carrying out such 
policy. 

Growers begin to incur production cost 
shortly after September 1 for the ensuing 
crop year, and it is desirable to provide 
them with definite marketing guides as 
to the quantity of ryegrass seed (annual 
and perennial) that may be salable so 
they can adjust their cultural and pro¬ 
duction plans accordingly. Since the 
marketing policy meeting is of impor¬ 
tance to all segments of the ryegrass seed 
industry, except as otherwise provided 
by the Secretary, but no later than Sep¬ 
tember 1, or such earlier date as the com¬ 
mittee. with the approval of the Secre¬ 
tary, may establish, the committee 
should meet and adopt its marketing pol¬ 
icy for the ensuing crop year. 

In developing a comprehensive mar¬ 
keting policy, the committee should con¬ 
sider the prospective carryin of growers 
and handlers, the desirable carryout, 
trade demand, market prices for rye¬ 
grass seed and other relevant factors af¬ 
fecting marketing conditions. On the 
basis of its evaluation of these factors, 
the committee should recommend to the 
Secretary the total quantity of ryegrass 
seed (hereinafter referred to as the 
“Total Desirable Quantity”), (separately 
for annual and perennial), that should 
be alloted for handling during the crop 
year. If considerations indicate a need 
for limiting the quantity of ryegrass seed 
(annual or perennial) marketed, the 
committee should recommend to the Sec¬ 
retary a total desirable quantity and al¬ 
lotment percentage, hereinafter dis¬ 
cussed, for the crop year. 

The committee should meet again prior 
to February 1 of each crop year to re¬ 
view its marketing policy and, if condi¬ 
tions warrant, recommend to the Sec¬ 
retary an appropriate increase in the 
total desirable quantity and allotment 
percentage for the ensuing crop year. 
Any increase should be to assure avail¬ 
ability of adequate supplies in view of 
changes in market conditions that may 
have taken place. A decrease would not 
be practical because it could cause undue 
hardship to the growers who had pre¬ 
viously sold all of their allotment for 
the crop year. 

Notice of marketing policy recom¬ 
mendations for a crop year and any 
later changes should be submitted 
promptly to the Secretary and also to all 
growers and handlers. This is necessary 
so all interested persons will be made 
aware of the marketing policy and can 
plan accordingly. 

If the Secretary finds, on the basis of 
the committee’s recommendation or 
other information, that limiting the 
quantity of ryegrass seed (annual or 
perennial) that may be freely marketed 
from a given crop would tend to effectu¬ 
ate the declared policy of the act, he 
should determine the total desirable 
quantity of ryegrass seed (annual or pe¬ 
rennial) that may be acquired by han¬ 
dlers to meet normal market require¬ 
ments and establish an annual allotment 


percentage for the purpose of releasing 
such total desirable quantity. If market 
requirements warrant release of supplies 
in excess of the total of all grower allo¬ 
cation bases, an annual allotment per¬ 
centage of over 100 percent should be 
established. The Secretary’s action while 
normally based on the committee’s rec¬ 
ommendation, may also take into consid¬ 
eration other information which, for ex¬ 
ample. might include such items as 
changes in crop or market conditions, 
the estimated season average price for 
ryegrass seed (separately for annual and 
perennial) and legal limitations, if any, 
that might be applicable. The desirable 
quantity should be apportioned among 
growers on the basis of their individual 
allocation bases as discussed hereinafter. 
The order should provide that in years 
when regulations are in effect handlers 
would be prohibited from handling rye¬ 
grass seed (annual and perennial) in 
excess of the growers allotments (except 
for any ryegrass seed exempted from 
provisions of the order). 

Operation of the order should provide 
for apportioning among ryegrass seed 
growers the total desirable quantity of 
ryegrass seed (separately for annual 
and perennial) that may be purchased 
from them. To equitably apportion this 
quantity of ryegrass seed, reliance should 
be based on pounds of sales-history of 
the growers. The method should rely on 
the most recent 4 years or such shorter 
period as is hereinafter described. The 
evidence of record is that the base for an 
existing grower should be the average 
of sales for the crop years 1969, 1970, 
1971, and 1972. For growers who pro¬ 
duced and sold ryegrass seed in only 
three years of the base period, a three 
year average of ryegrass seed sales 
should be used. Two year averages 
should be used for those growers with 
two year record of sales during the years 
1969 through 1972. The base for growers 
who had sales for one year only during 
the period should be the sales for that 
year. This formula seems equitable and 
makes provisions for growers with less 
than four years sales history to be al¬ 
lowed an allocation base. The use of the 
average is to moderate the influence of 
the unusually bountiful year or years of 
substantial loss for any grower while pro¬ 
viding each with a base reflecting his vol¬ 
ume of sales. 

For subsequent crop years, the alloca¬ 
tion base should be recomputed by add¬ 
ing the sales of the preceding year, sub¬ 
tracting the poundage for the smallest 
year of sales and determining a new 
average. An allocation base computed on 
less than four years of sales history 
should be recomputed by adding the 
grower’s preceding year of sales and 
dividing by the total years of sales. This 
method should continue until such time 
as all growers have recorded a four year 
sales history. A grower must produce 
and sell to maintain his allocation base. 
Non-use of an allocation base for three 
consecutive years should be cause for 
cancellation of the base because, if this 
were not done, non-operators could tie- 


up a portion of the allotments and thus 
impede the proper functioning of the 
order. 

For succeeding crop years, the com¬ 
mittee should recommend to the Secre¬ 
tary any adjustment in allocation bases 
that is required to reflect increased rye¬ 
grass seed usage (separately for annual 
and perennial), entry of new producers 
and expansion by existing growers. A 
limitation of 5 percent of the total al- 
location bases for the preceding crop 
year should be used in granting bases for 
new growers and expansion for existing 
growers. 

To assure equity to new producers, rec¬ 
ord evidence indicates that new pro¬ 
ducers should be given priority in grant¬ 
ing the first 50 percent of any increase. 
In the absence of applications from new 
producers, for any or all of the first 50 
percent or any increase, the unallocated 
portion of the first 50 percent and the 
second 50 percent of any increases in al¬ 
location bases should be distributed to 
growers with existing allocation bases. 

Evidence in the record shows that a 
maximum of about 10,000,000 pounds of 
new bases should be available each year 
within the 5 percent limitation. Evidence 
in the record further estimated that ap¬ 
proximately an additional 10,000,000 
pounds is anticipated to be available each 
year from growers who reduce their sales 
through retirement, exchange of prop¬ 
erty, or diversion of land to uses other 
than ryegrass seed production. There¬ 
fore, the record estimate of a maximum 
of approximately 20,000,000 pounds is 
anticipated to be available to the com¬ 
mittee each year to cover applications for 
new or expanded bases. 

The proponents testified that both 
tenants and landlords should be pro¬ 
tected in circumstances when a change 
of growers, either by lease or ownership, 
occurs. Cash tenants would be fully pro¬ 
tected because allocation bases are is¬ 
sued to the grower with a proprietary 
interest in the crop. Questions arose over 
the position of the landlord in a cash- 
rent situation or of both landlord and 
tenant in a share-rent situation. Any 
landlord and tenant (operating on a 
share-rent basis), who have potentially 
drastically lower allocation bases by rea¬ 
son of a change of either tenant or land¬ 
lord, may apply to the committee for 
new allocation bases. Likewise, any new 
tenant may apply for a new allocation 
base, provided he has not previously been 
assigned a base. The new allocation, in 
either case, would be provided from the 
maximum of 5 percent increase in allo¬ 
cations allowable each year and from the 
anticipated increases in allocation bases 
resulting from grower retirement or sur¬ 
render of their allocation bases for other 
reasons. Such procedure would tend w 
provide equal protection for both lessee 
tenants and land owners. 

Administrative procedures required to 
establish volume limitations during 
allocation period under the marketing 
order are (1) determination of a base 
quantity for each grower, known as a 
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•'allocation base”; and total base quan¬ 
tity for all producers; (2) committee 
Commendations for and establishment 
bv the Secretary of the total desirable 
Quantity of ryegrass seed (separately for 
both annual and perennial); (3) compu¬ 
tation of a uniform percentage which the 
total desirable quantity is of total base 
Quantities and (4) application of such 
uniform percentage to each producer's 
base quantity to determine his allot¬ 
ment in pounds of cleaned ryegrass seed 
(separately for both annual and peren¬ 
nial) for the crop year. 

Administration of the marketing order 
will be facilitated by computation of the 
uniform percentage referred to in (3) 
and (4) of the above paragraph. This 
provides a readily available and easily 
understood expression of the ratio of the 
total desirable quantity to the total base 
quantity in the form of a ratio or per¬ 
centage figure applicable to each grower. 
The uniform percentage provides each 
grower with an equitable allotment of 
the total desirable quantity under a uni¬ 
form rule. His allotment is readily ascer¬ 
tainable by multiplying his base quantity 
by the uniform percentage. The result¬ 
ing number of pounds of cleaned ryegrass 
seed (separately for both annual and 
perennial) thereby becomes his allot¬ 
ment. 

Provisions should be made for adjust¬ 
ment of a grower's allocation base when 
it is shown that during the base period, 
the grower's sales were substantially not 
representative due to unusual conditions 
beyond the control of the grower, such 
as adverse weather, insects, disease or 
fire. 

The proponents proposed a modifica¬ 
tion of §_41 and §_42 of the 

, proposal in the notice of hearing which 
should not be adopted. The modification 
l would allow the establishment of sepa¬ 
rate allocation bases (§_41) and 

I growers allotments (5_42) for each 

| of the proprietary varieties of perennial 
ryegrass. Proprietary varieties are 
defined in the marketing agreement and 
order 5.13 as “any variety of rye¬ 

grass (annual or perennial) over which a 
person has exclusive ownership or con¬ 
trol." The amount of proprietary varie¬ 
ties grown represents only a small per¬ 
centage of the total ry egrass seed pro¬ 
duced. There are a number of proprietary 
varieties. The growers of each variety 
desire to have a separate allocation base 
and allotments for that variety. Com¬ 
pliance with such a complex request 
would be unworkable. As the proprietary 
varieties increase in volume, they will 
compete directly with the non-proprie¬ 
tary varieties for end use purposes. It 
would not serve the Intended purpose of 
the order to exclude proprietary varieties 
* rom the order. However, some con¬ 
tractual agreements with growers were 
executed prior to the public hearing on 
reorder. The growers with existing con¬ 
tracts prior to the publication of the 
jficoimnended decision should be free to 
wch contracts exempt from the 
Provisions of the order for the life of 
sucn contracts or for the ensuing four 


years, whichever period of time is 
shorter. The order provides ample op¬ 
portunity for the expansion of produc¬ 
tion and marketing of proprietary varie¬ 
ties of both annual and perennial rye¬ 
grass seed by entry of new growers, ex¬ 
pansion of production of existing grow¬ 
ers, and substitution of proprietary vari¬ 
eties for some of the older varieties of 
ryegrass seed by growers with allocation 
bases and allotments. 

Not later than March 15 of each crop 
year, the committee should establish an 
allotment of ryegrass seed for each grow¬ 
er who has an allocation base. Growers 
who sell both perennial and annual rye¬ 
grass seed should be given allotments 
for each kind. 

If marketing conditions arise which 
make it appropriate that total allotments 
should exceed total allocation base quan¬ 
tities. the resulting uniform percentage 
should be applied to each grower's base 
so that his allotment will exceed 100 
percent of his allocation base quantity. 

Provisions that an allotment be non- 
transferable except in conjunction with 
a transfer of an allocation base are in 
the order and, the evidence adduced 
at the hearing, makes it clear that such 
provisions should be retained. Transfer of 
allocation bases should be permitted to 
facilitate changes in ownership of land 
and changes in enterprises of growers. 
An allotment is a percentage of an allo¬ 
cation base; therefore, the transfer of 
an allotment without accompanying 
transfer of an allocation base is not 
practical under the order. 

Since ryegrass seed production is not a 
process which can be precisely adjusted 
during a growing season to meet needs. It 
is unlikely that growers will always be 
able to precisely balance their supplies of 
ryegrass seed and their allotments. Some 
growers may produce more than their 
allotments and other growers may pro¬ 
duce less than their allotments. The rec¬ 
ord evidence was that provision should 
be made to allow for exchange of rye¬ 
grass seed between growers without 
affecting their allotments, providing the 
amount of ryegrass seed which all 
handlers handle from any grower does 
not exceed his allotment. We believe that 
such provision is practical, will help to 
effectuate the purposes of the order, and 
should be approved. Alternatively, a 
grower who producers more than his al¬ 
lotment may carry over the excess into 
the following crop year for handling 
under a subsequent allotment. 

Ryegrass seed (annual or perennial) in 
the hands of growers upon the effective 
date of the order should be allowed to be 
marketed without regard to any allot¬ 
ment. However, growers should make ap¬ 
plication to the committee requesting 
such ryegrass seed (separate for annual 
and perennial) be designated as prior 
production. The committee may limit the 
amount certified for handling in any one 
crop year to not less than 25 percent of 
such prior production. Such limitation 
should be applied uniformly among all 
growers. 


Occasionally ryegrass seed is obtained 
from cleaning another cereal grain or 
other seed crop. The record evidence in¬ 
dicates that occasionally one result of 
cleaning cereal grains or other seed is the 
removal of ryegrass seed (annual and 
perennial). Provisions should be made to 
exempt from the order the handling of a 
minimum quantity of ryegrass seed (an¬ 
nual and perennial) on behalf of any 
grower, regardless of whether It was ob¬ 
tained from cleaning or from his own 
production. 

The proponents recommended that 
contracts on proprietary varieties of 
perennial ryegrass, existing prior to the 
effective date of the order, be exempted 
from the order. This recommendation 
should not be limited to perennial rye¬ 
grass seed but should be made applica¬ 
ble to both annual and perennial rye¬ 
grass seed, and should apply to all con¬ 
tracts entered into on or before April 2, 
1974, the date of publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register of the recommended decir 
sion. The application of this provision to 
perennial only would be discriminatory 
against growers of proprietary varieties 
of annual ryegrass seed. Evidence of ex¬ 
isting contracts by growers at the time of 
publication of the recommended decision 
should be presented to the committee 
within 60 days from the effective date of 
the order. This provision should accom¬ 
modate growers who have previously 
signed contracts to produce and market 
proprietary varieties of ryegrass seed 
(annual and perennial) to fulfill their 
outstanding contracts. Contracts on pro¬ 
prietary varieties entered Into after the 
date of publication of the recommended 
decision should be covered under the 
order. 

Provisions should be made to require 
all ryegrass seed (annual or perennial) 
to meet the regulations of Federal and 
State seed acts. The committee should 
have the authority to recommend and 
the Secretary to establish higher stand¬ 
ards for ryegrass seed handled under 
the order. 

The Federal and State seed acts do not 
limit the size of a lot of seed. It is pos¬ 
sible to have substantial quantities of 
seed within a large lot which is of lower 
or higher quality than the lot average. 
When such large lot is subdivided into 
smaller lots the quality of some of the 
smaller lots may be significantly different 
from the average quality of the large lot. 
Many buyers prefer to have the quality of 
each smaller unit equal to that of the 
large lot average. By regulating both 
quality and maximum size of lot the mar¬ 
keting of ryegrass seed on a quality basis 
can be better controlled. The record evi¬ 
dence supports the quality regulatory 
provisions of the order. The establishing 
of higher standards would be made only 
if it were in the best interest of growers 
to insure a higher quality supply of seed. 
Any such proposed change should allow 
for a two years notice before the change 
could be made effective, thus allowing 
ample opportunity for consideration by 
all interested parties. 
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The committee should have all neces¬ 
sary information and data for perform¬ 
ance of its functions under the order, in¬ 
cluding but not limited to that necessary 
to establish allocation base quantities, 
allotments, modifications thereof, and 
verification of compliance with regula¬ 
tions. The industry has routinely main¬ 
tained adequate information and the re¬ 
quirement that such information be fur¬ 
nished to the committee in the form of 
reports would not constitute an undue 
burden. It is difficult to anticipate every 
type of report or kind of information 
which the committee may find necessary 
in the conduct of its operations under 
the order. One report that should be 
submitted by each handler is the quan¬ 
tity of ryegrass seed (separately for an¬ 
nual and perennial) purchased from 
growers or the quantity of ryegrass seed 
(separately for annual and perennial) 
handled on behalf of each and all grow¬ 
ers. Therefore, the committee should 
have the authority to require, with ap¬ 
proval of the Secretary, reports and in¬ 
formation from handlers, as needed, of 
the type set forth in the order, and at 
such times and in such manner as may be 
necessary. 

All reports and records furnished or 
submitted pursuant to the order to the 
committee should be treated as confiden¬ 
tial and be disclosed to no person other 
than the Secretary and persons author¬ 
ized by the Secretary. The record evi¬ 
dence makes it clear that members of 
the committee should not have access to 
confidential information about a han¬ 
dler or a grower. The employees of the 
committee would have access to such in¬ 
formation. The reasons for this provision 
are sound and should be included in the 
order. Under certain circumstances, re¬ 
lease of information compiled from han¬ 
dlers* reports may be helpful to the com¬ 
mittee and the industry generally. How¬ 
ever, such reported information should 
not be released other than on a com¬ 
posite basis, and such releases should 
not disclose information concerning in¬ 
dividual operations. Such prohibition is 
necessary to prevent the disclosure of in¬ 
formation that may affect detrimentally 
the business operations of the persons 
who furnish the reports. However, since 
the operation of this program is inex¬ 
tricably involved with individual grow¬ 
ers* allocation base quantities and al¬ 
lotments, such allocation bases and 
allotments should not be treated as 
confidential. 

Since questions could arise with respect 
to compliance, it would be appropriate to 
provide in the order that handlers be 
required to maintain for each market¬ 
ing year complete records on their pur¬ 
chases, handling, and disposition of rye¬ 
grass seed (separately for annual and 
perennial). Such records should be re¬ 
tained for not less than 3 years after the 
termination of the marketing year in 
which the transaction occurred, so that, 
if needed in connection with enforce¬ 
ment, or other necessary purposes under 
the order, the requisite records will be 
available for the purpose. Such a 3-year 


period would afford an adequate and rea¬ 
sonable time for access thereto and would 
not impose an unreasonable or burden¬ 
some obligation on handlers, inasmuch 
as such records are generally retained 
for similar time for purposes of business 
operations. 

The successful operation of the order 
depends upon the degree of compliance 
with its provisions. In this connection, 
it is necessary that the committee’s de¬ 
signees for this purpose be given fully 
authority to examine and verify records 
and ascertain the quantity of ryegrass 
seed (annual and perennial) handled 
The verification of records and reports 
and the inspection needed in connection 
therewith should be performed during 
reasonable working hours and in such 
manner that normal operations of the 
handlers would not be interrupted. 

No handler should be permitted to 
handle ryegrass seed (annual or peren¬ 
nial), the handling of which is prohib¬ 
ited pursuant to the order; and no han¬ 
dler should be permitted to handle rye¬ 
grass seed (annual or perennial) except 
in conformity with the order. If the pro¬ 
gram is to operate effectively, compliance 
therewith is essential; and, hence no 
handler should be permitted to evade 
any of its provisions. Any such evasion 
on the part of even one handler could be 
demoralizing to the handlers who are in 
compliance and would tend, thereby, to 
impair the effective operation of the 
program. 

The provisions of §-.71 through 

§-.81, as hereinafter set forth, are 

generally similar to those which are in¬ 
cluded in marketing agreements and 
orders now operating. 

Such provisions are identified by sec¬ 
tion numbers and headings, as follows: 

§-.71 Right of the Secretary ; 

§-.72 Effective time; §-.73 Ter- 

mination; §-.74 Proceedings after 

termination ; §-.75 Effect of termina¬ 
tion or amendments ; §-.76 Dura¬ 
tion of immunities; §-.77 Agents; 

§-.78 Derogation; §-.79 Personal 

liability; §-.80 Separability; and 

§-.81 Amendments; and are inciden¬ 

tal to and not inconsistent with the act 
and are necessary to effectuate the other 
provisions of the order and to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act. The hear¬ 
ing record supports the inclusion of each 
such provision in the order. 

Provisions should be included requir¬ 
ing the Secretary to terminate the pro¬ 
visions of the marketing agreement and 
order at the end of any crop year when¬ 
ever he finds that such termination is 
favored by a majority of the growers who, 
during such period, held allotments for 
more than 50 percent of the volume of 
all the allotments of all ryegrass seed in 
the area of production. Such determina¬ 
tion should be made on the basis of a 
referendum conducted by the Secretary 
to determine whether the requisite num¬ 
ber of growers favor termination of the 
program. 

Those provisions which are applicable 
to the marketing agreement only iden¬ 
tified by section number and heading. 


are as follows: §-.82 Counterparts- 

§-83 Additional parties; and 

§ .84 Order with marketing agree¬ 
ment. Such provisions are also included 
in marketing agreements now in effect 
and the record supports inclusion of such 
provisions in the marketing agreement. 

Order 1 Regulating the Handling or 

Ryegrass Seed Grown in Oregon 

FINDINGS AND DETERMINATIONS 
§ -0 Findings and determinations. 

(a) Findings. A public hearing was 
held upon a proposed marketing agree¬ 
ment and order regulating the handling 
of ryegrass seed grown in Oregon. The 
hearing was held pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended- 
(7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure (7 CFR 
Part 900). Upon the basis of the evi¬ 
dence introduced at such hearing and 
the record thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order, as herein set 
forth, and all of the terms and condi¬ 
tions thereof, will tend to effectuate the 
declared policy of the Act; 

(2) The said order regulates the han¬ 
dling of ryegrass seed (separate for 
annual and perennial) grown in the pro¬ 
duction area in the same manner as, 
and is applicable only to persons in the 
respective classes of commercial or in¬ 
dustrial activity specified in, a proposed 
marketing agreement and order upon 
which a hearing has been held; 

(3) The said order is limited in its ap¬ 
plication to the smallest regional produc¬ 
tion area which is practicable, consistent 
with carrying out the declared policy of 
the Act; 

(4) There are no differences in the 
production and marketing of ryegrass 
seed (annual or perennial) grown in the 
production area which make necessary 
different terms and provisions applicable 
to different parts of such area; and 

(5) All handling of ryegrass seed (an¬ 
nual and perennial) grown in the pro¬ 
duction area, as defined in said order, is 
in the current of interstate or foreign 
commerce or directly burdens, obstructs, 
or affects such commerce. 

Order relative to handling. It is there¬ 
fore ordered that on and after the effec¬ 
tive date hereof the handling of ryegrass 
seed in Oregon shall be in conformity to 
and in compliance with the terms and 
conditions of the order, as follows: 

The provisions of the proposed mar¬ 
keting agreement and order contained in 
the recommended decision issued by the 
Associate Administrator, on March 28. 
1974, and published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister on April 2, 1974, shall be and are 
the terms and provisions of this order, 
with the exceptions hereinafter noted, 
and are set forth in full herein. 


1 This order shall not become effective 
unless and until the requirements 
5 900.14 of the rules of practice and proce¬ 
dure governing proceedings to * orro ^vL. 
marketing agreements and marketing or 
have been met. 
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ruling ON Exceptions 

No exceptions were filed during the 
prescribed period of time granting the 
opportunity to file exceptions to the re¬ 
commended decision. 

Marketing Agreement and Order 

Annexed hereto and made a part here¬ 
of are two documents, a marketing agree¬ 
ment regulating the handling of rye¬ 
grass seed, and an ORDER regulating 
the handling of ryegrass seed grown in 
Oregon which have been decided upon 
as the detailed and appropriate means 
of effectuating the foregoing conclusions. 
The marketing agreement and market¬ 
ing order annexed hereto and made a 
part hereof are identical to the pro¬ 
posed marketing agreement and market¬ 
ing order annexed to the recommended 
decision published in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter on April 2, 1974, except for the fol- 
lowing changes: 

1 . §_41(b) on line 2 delete “1973” 

and insert “1974.” 

2 . §_41(c) on line 2 delete “1973” 

and insert “1974 ” 

3 t _41(f) on line 2 delete “1974” 

and insert “1975” 

The above changes in dates have been 
necessitated because it will not be prac¬ 
tical to implement the order in the crop 
year which began July 1,1973. 

Referendum Order To Determine Pro¬ 
ducer Approval Determination of 
Representative Period and Designa¬ 
tion of Referendum Agent 

It is hereby directed that a referendum 
be conducted and completed on or before 
the 60th day from the date this decision 
is issued, in accordance with the proce¬ 
dure for the conduct of referenda (7 CFR 
900.400 et seq.), to determine whether 
the issuance of the attached order regu¬ 
lating the handling of ryegrass seed 
grown in Oregon is approved or favored 
by producers, as defined under the terms 
of the order and who, during the repre¬ 
sentative period, were engaged in the 
production of ryegrass seed for sale 
within the aforesaid marketing area. 

The representative period for the con¬ 
duct of such referendum is hereby deter¬ 
mined to be July 1, 1972, through June 
30,1973. 

The agents of the Secretary to conduct 
such referendum are hereby designated 
to be James W. Coddington and Wil¬ 
liam J. Cotter of the Grain Division, 
Agricultural Marketing Service, U.S. De¬ 
partment of Agriculture. 

The ballots used in the referendum 
shall provide for recording essential In¬ 
formation for ascertaining (1) whether 
the person voting is an eligible voter, 
and (2) the total volume produced for 
fnarketing during the representative 
period. 

.. A copy of the annexed order and of 
jne aforesaid referendum procedure may 
p ®^ amine d in the following offices: 
nu • i Program Analysis Group, Grain 
-n 11, AMS * 6525 Merest Road, Hy- 
wtsville, Maryland 20782; or Office of 
™ County Agent, Cooperative Exten¬ 
on Sendee, Oregon State University, 


Courthouse Annex, Albany, Oregon 
97321. 

Ballots to be cast in the referendum 
and other necessary forms and instruc¬ 
tions may be obtained from any refer¬ 
endum agent or appointee. 

It is hereby ordered, That this entire 
decision, except the attached marketing 
agreement,* be published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. The regulatory provisions 
of the marketing agreement are iden¬ 
tical with those contained in the an¬ 
nexed order which is published with this 
decision. 


Signed at Washington, D.C. on: 
June 28, 1974. 

Richard L. Feltner, 
Assistant Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15373 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 
[21 CFR Part 26] 

NUTRITIVE SWEETENERS 

Request for Comments on Codex Standard 
and Proposal To Establish an Identity 
Standard for Lactose 

The Food and Agriculture Organiza¬ 
tion/World Health Organization (FAO/ 
WHO) Codex Alimentarius Commission 
(hereinafter referred to as “Codex” when 
used with the word “standard”) has sub¬ 
mitted to the United States for consider¬ 
ation for acceptance a recommended in¬ 
ternational standard for lactose. 

The United States, as a member of the 
Food and Agriculture Organization/ 
World Health Organization, is under ob¬ 
ligation to consider all Codex standards. 
The rules of procedure of the Codex Ali¬ 
mentarius Commission state that a Codex 
standard may be accepted by a partici¬ 
pating country in one of three ways: Full 
acceptance, target acceptance, or accept¬ 
ance with minor deviations. A participat¬ 
ing country which concludes that It can¬ 
not accept the standard in any of these 
ways is requested to indicate the reasons 
for the ways in which its requirements 
differ from the Codex standard. Mem¬ 
bers of the Commission are requested to 
notify the Secretariat of the Codex Ali¬ 
mentarius Commission—Joint FAO/ 
WHO Food Standards Programme, FAO, 
Rome, Italy, of their decision. 

A petition has been filed by the Whey 
Products Institute (WPI), 130 North 
Franklin St., Chicago, Ill. 60606, also pro¬ 
posing the establishment of a definition 
and standard of identity for lactose. 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
concludes that it will benefit consumers 
and facilitate international trade to 
adopt insofar as is practicable the 
recommended worldwide standard for 
lactose. The basis for the WPI proposal 
is that the Codex standard for lactose 
has been submitted to the United States 
for acceptance. In formulating the pro¬ 
posal, the petitioner has given considera- 


* Filed as part of the original document. 


tion to the Codex standard and in most 
respects the regulation proposed by WPI 
is identical to the Codex standard. 

The Commissioner requests comments, 
with any available supporting data, on 
the WPI proposal and on the recom¬ 
mended Codex standard. The differences 
between them are discussed below. 

1. The Codex standard includes cer¬ 
tain requirements that are not considered 
a part of food standards under section 
401 of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos¬ 
metic Act which is the legal basis for the 
promulgation of food standards. Among 
these are labeling requirements pertain¬ 
ing to such matters as net contents, name 
of manufacturer, and country of origin. 
Other such requirements in the Codex 
standard relate to arsenic, copper, and 
lead contaminants and food additives. 

The WPI proposal remains silent con¬ 
cerning these provisions. All of the topics 
with which these requirements deal are, 
however, a concern of the Food and Drug 
Administration under other sections of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act. 

2. For the analysis of lactose, the 
Codex standard specifies methods from 
FAO/WHO Codex Alimentarius Methods 
of Analysis for Sugars, and from the In¬ 
ternational Commission for Uniform 
Methods of Sugar Analysis. 

The WPI proposal specifies equivalent 
methods from “Official Methods of 
Analysis of the Association of Official 
Analytical Chemists” (AOAC), 11th ed., 
1970, and from the “United States Phar¬ 
macopeia” (USP), 18th revision, 1970. 
The Commissioner proposes to recognize 
the AOAC and USP methods as the offi¬ 
cial methods of analysis for this stand¬ 
ard. One may use any applicable method 
he desires to determine compliance, but 
in cases of dispute, only the specified 
AOAC or USP methods would prevail. 

The Commissioner proposes to make 
certain changes in the regulation pro¬ 
posed by WPI. The first of these is the 
deletion of paragraph <d) requiring that 
lactose be prepared in accordance with 
the relevant provisions of 21 CFR Part 
128. The paragraph pertains to sanitary 
practices in the manufacture, processing, 
packing, or holding of the food and cor¬ 
responds to a recommendation in the 
Codex standard for hygi enic processing. 
The reference to 21 CFR Part 128 is un¬ 
necessary in the standard because the 
pertinent provisions of 21 CFR Part 128 
are applicable without such reference. 

The Commissioner also proposes to 
recodify paragraph (b) of the WPI pro¬ 
posal. This nonsubstantive change would 
provide a sequential grouping of the an¬ 
alytical requirements for lactose content, 
sulfa ted ash content, and pH that are to 
be verified by methods in “Official 
Methods of Analysis of the Association of 
Official Analytical Chemists,” 11th ed., 
1970. 

Establishment of a standard of iden¬ 
tity for lactose will be based upon con¬ 
sideration of the Codex standard as set 
forth below, the WPI proposal, com¬ 
ments and supporting data received, and 
other available information. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 39, NO. 130—FRIDAY, JULY 5, 1974 









24661 


PROPOSED RULES 


Recommended International Standard for 
Lactose 


fCAC/RS II—19691 


1. Description. 

Lactose is the carbohydrate normally ob¬ 
tained from whey. It may be anhydrous or 
contain one molecule of water of crystalliza¬ 
tion or be a mixture of both forms. 

2. Essential composition and quality 
factors. 


2.1 Anhydrous lactose 

content. 

2.2 Sulphated ash.— 


2.3 Loss on drying (16 

hours at 120°C). 

2.4 pH (solution 10 

percent m/m). 

3. Food additives. 
None permitted. 

4. Contaminants. 

4.1 Arsenic (As)_ 

4.2 Copper (Ou)_ 

4.3 Lead (Pb)_ 


Not less than 99.0 
percent m/m, on 
a dry basis. 

Not more than 0.3 
percent m/m, on 
a dry basis. 

Not more than 6.0 
percent m/m. 

4.5—7.0. 


Not more than 1 
mg/kg. 

Not more than 2 
mg/kg. 

Not more than 2 
mg/kg (temporar¬ 
ily endorsed). 


5. Hygiene. 

It is recommended that the product cov¬ 
ered by the provisions of this Standard be 
prepared In accordance with the appropriate 
sections of the General Principles of Pood 
Hygiene recommended by the Codex Alimen- 
tarius Commission (Ref. No. CAC/RCP 
1-1969). 

6. Labelling. 

In addition to Sections 1. 2, 4. and 6.1 of 
the General Standard for the Labelling of 
Prepackaged Poods (Ref. No. CAC/RS 1- 
1969), the following specific provisions apply: 

6.1 The name of the food. 

All products designated as lactose must 
conform to this Standard, and products not 
conforming may not be so designated. 

02 Net contents. 

The net contents shall be declared by 
weight In either the metric ("Systdme 
International" units) or avoirdupois or both 
systems of measurement, as required by the 
country in which the product is sold. 

6.3 Name and address. 

The name and address of the manufacturer, 
packer, distributor, importer, exporter or 
vendor of the product shall be declared. 

6.4 Country of origin. 

6.4.1 The country of origin of the product 
shall be declared if its omission would mis¬ 
lead or deceive the consumer. 

6.4.2 When the product undergoes pro¬ 
cessing in a second country which changes its 
nature, the country in which the processing 
is performed shall be considered to be the 
country of origin for the purposes of label¬ 
ling. 

7. Methods of analysis and sampling . 

The methods of analysis and sampling 

referred to hereunder are international 
referee methods. 

7.1 Determination of anhydrous lactose 
content .(Reducing sugars expressed as 
anhydrous lactose). 

According to the Lane and Eynon Volumet¬ 
ric Method, without inversion (ICUMSA 
Methods of Sugar Analysis 1964, p. 13 and 
also p. 123, 3, a. for the preparation of the 
standard invert sugar solution). Results are 
expressed as percent m/m on a dry basis (see 
7.3). 


12 Determination of sulphated ash. 
According to the ICUMSA single sulphation 
method (IOUMSA Methods of Sugar Analysis, 
1964, p. 100, b. Ash). 


12.1 Calculation and expression of 

results. 


Results are expressed as percent m/m 
sulphated ash. on a dry basis (see 7.3) calcu¬ 
lated as follows: 

Percentage of ash, ash mass <g) X100 
sulphated (as is) = dry sample mass (g) 

7.3 Determination of loss on drying . 

According to the PAO/WHO Codex All- 

mentarius Method (PAO/WHO Codex All- 
mentarius Methods of Analysis for Sugars, 
CAC/RM 2-1969, Determination of loss on 
drying at 120*C for 16 hours) . Results are ex¬ 
pressed as percent m/m loss on drying. 

7.4 Determination of pH. 

According to the ICUMSA method of pH 
measurement (ICUMSA Methods of Sugar 
Analysis, 1964, p. 59) except that a 10 percent 
m/m solution of lactose is used for the deter¬ 
mination. 

7.5 Determination of arsenic. 

According to the colorimetric (silver di- 

ethyidithiocarbamate) method of the Asso¬ 
ciation of Official Analytical Chemists (Of¬ 
ficial Methods—AO AC 1965, 24Dll- 24.014, 
24.016-24.017, 24.006-24.008). Results are ex¬ 
pressed as mg arsenlc/kg. 

7.6 Determination of copper. 

According to the ICUMSA method 

(ICUMSA Methods of Sugar Analysis, 1964, 
p. 106, b. Copper). Results are expressed as 
mg copper/kg. 

7.7 Determination of lead. 

According to the ICUMSA "wetwashing** 
method (ICUMSA Methods of Sugar Anal¬ 
ysis, 1964, p. 48, c. "Wet-ashing" Procedure 
for Low-grade Products). Results are ex¬ 
pressed as mg lead/kg. 

Selected Bibliography 
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2. Official Methods of Analysis of the As¬ 
sociation of Official Agricultural Chemists 
(10th ed. 1965), A.OA.C., P.O.B. 640, Ben¬ 
jamin Franklin Station, Washington, DC. 
20044. 

3. Standard Analytical Methods of the 
Member Companies of Com Industries Re¬ 
search Foundation Inc., prepared by the Ana¬ 
lytical Procedures Subcommittee of the Tech¬ 
nical Advisory Committee. 2nd Ed.—1001 
Connecticut Ave., Washington, D.C. 20036. 

4. United States Pharmacopoeia; 17th 
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The following is the WPI proposed defi¬ 
nition and standard of identity for 
lactose. 

§ 26. - Lactose; identity. 

(a) Lactose Is the carbohydrate nor¬ 
mally obtained from whey. It may be 
anhydrous or contain one molecule of 
water of crystallization or be a mixture 
of both forms. 

(b) The food shall meet the following 
specifications: 

(I) The lactose content is not less than 
99.0 percent, mass over mass (m/m), 
calculated on a dry basis. 


(2) The sulfated ash content is not 
more than 0.3 percent, m/m calculated 
on a dry basis. 

(3) The loss on drying for 16 hours at 
120* C is not more than 6.0 percent, 
m/m. 

(4) The pH of a 10.0 percent solu- 
tion. m/m, is not less than 4.5 nor more 
than 7.0. 

(c) The name of the food Is ‘‘Lactose” 

(d) Lactose shall be prepared in ac¬ 
cordance with the relevant provisions of 
21CFR Part 128. 

(e) (1) For the purposes of this sec¬ 
tion, the methods of analysis to be used 
to determine if the food meets the speci¬ 
fications of paragraph (b) (1), (2), and 
(4) of this section are the following sec¬ 
tions in “Official Methods of Analysis of 
the Association of Official Analytical 
Chemists,” 11th ed., 1970: 1 

(1) Lactose Content, section 31.066. 

(ii) Sulfated Ash, section 31.014. 

(iii) pH, section 14.022 except that a 
10.0 percent solution, m/m, of lactose in 
water is used for the determination. 

(2) The method of analysis to be used 
to determine if the food meets the spec¬ 
ification of paragraph (b) (3) of this sec- 
tion is the following: Loss on drying at 
120° C; “United States Pharmacopeia." 
18th revision, 1970, pp. 358 and 935. 

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal 
Pood. Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 401, 
701(e), 52 Stat. 1046. 70 Stat. 919; 21 
U.S.C. 341, 371(e)) and in accordance 
with authority delegated to the Commis¬ 
sioner (21 CFR 2.120), interested per¬ 
sons are Invited to submit their views 
In writing (preferably in quintuplicate) 
regarding this proposal on or before Oc¬ 
tober 3. 1974. Such views and comments 
should be addressed to the Hearing 
Clerk, Food and Drug Administration, 
Rm. 6-86, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, 
MD 20852, and may be accompanied by 
a memorandum or brief in support 
thereof. Received comments may be seen 
in the above office during working hours, 
Monday through Friday. 

Dated: June 26,1974. 

Virgil O. Wodicka, 

Director , Bureau of Foods. 

IFR Doc.74-15370 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 
[ 14 CFR Part 39 ] 

I Docket No. 74-SO-67J 

CURTISS-WRIGHT MODEL C-46 SERIES 
Proposed Airworthiness Directive 
The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amending Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by adding 
an airworthiness directive applicable to 
Curtiss-Wright Model C-46 Series air¬ 
planes. There have been cracks of the 


1 Copies may be obtained from: Assoclatlo 
of Official Analytical Chemists, Ben Franxiu 
Station, P.O, Box 640, Washington, U.u 
20044. 
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main landing gear axle elbows on 
Curtiss-Wright Model C-46 Series sur- 
oianes that could result in failure of the 
landing gear. Since this condition is 
likely to exist or develop in other alr- 
Dlall es of the same type design, the pro¬ 
posed airworthiness directive would re¬ 
tire periodic inspection of the axle for 
bracks and replacement, if necessary, on 
Curtiss-Wright Model C-46 Series air- 

Interested persons are invited to 
participate in the making of the proposed 
lie by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the 
docket number and be submitted in du¬ 
plicate to the Federal Aviation Admin¬ 
istration, Chief. Engineering and Manu¬ 
ring Branch. P.O. Box 20636. At¬ 
lanta Georgia 30320. All communica¬ 
tions’received on or before August 2, 
1974 will be considered by the Admims- 
tractor before taking action upon the 
proposed rule. The proposals contained 
in this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. All comments will 
be available, both before and after the 
closing date for comments, in the Rules. 
Docket, Room 275. 3400 Whipple Avenue, 
East Point. Georgia 30344 for examina- 
tion by interested persons. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sections 313(a), 601, and 603 
of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 
U.S.C. 1354(a). 1421. 1423) and of sec¬ 
tion 6(c) of the Department of Trans¬ 
portation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(C) ). 

In consideration of the foregoing, it 
is proposed to amend § 39.13 of Part 39 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations by 
adding the following new airworthiness 
directive: 


Cubtiss-Wright. Applies to all Model C-46 
Series Airplanes Certificated In all cate¬ 
gories _ 

To prevent failures of the main landing 
gear axle elbows. Part Number 8107-63L and 
8107-63R, accomplish the following, unless 
already accomplished: 

(a) For aircraft having main landing gear 
axle elbows with less than 7800 hours’ time 
In service on the effective date of this AD, 
at 8,000 hours’ time in service and there¬ 
after. at intervals not to exceed 500 hours’ 
time in service, inspect the part numbers 
8107-63L and -63R elbows for cracks visually 
with a ten power or higher glass or In an 
equivalent FAA approved manner. 

(b) For aircraft having main landing gear 
axle elbows with more than 7800 hours’ time 
in service on the effective date of this AD, 
within 200 hours’ time in service after the ef¬ 
fective date of this AD, and thereafter at 
intervals not to exceed 500 hours’ time In 
service inspect the Part Numbers 8107-63L 
and -63R elbows for cracks visually with a 
ten power or higher glass or in an equivalent 
FAA approved manner. 

(c) Replace cracked elbows with service¬ 
able parts before further flight. 

(d) Upon request of the operator, an FAA 
maintenance inspector, subject to prior ap¬ 
proval of the Chief, Engineering and Manu¬ 
facturing Branch, FAA Southern Region, may 
adjust the repetitive inspection intervals 
specified in this AD to permit compliance at 
an established inspection period of the op¬ 
erator if the request contains substanti¬ 
ating data to Justify the Increase for such 
operator. 


Issued in East Point, Georgia on 
June 21,1974, 

P. M. SWATEK, 
Director , Southern Region. 

| FR Doc.74-15358 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


[14CFR Part 71] 

(Airspace Docket No. 74-NE-13] 

VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 
Proposed Alteration 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) is considering an amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions that would designate a new alter¬ 
nate VOR Federal Airway between Leba¬ 
non, N.H., and Montpelier, Vt. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket number and 
be submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
New England Region, Attention: Chief, 
Air Traffic Division, Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration, 12 New England Executive 
Park, Burlington, Mass. 01803. All com¬ 
munications received on or before Au¬ 
gust 5, 1974 will beconsidered before 
action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. The proposal contained in 
this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. 

An officials docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Office 
of the Chief Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20591. An informal 
docket also will be available for examina¬ 
tion at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

The proposed amendment would: Des¬ 
ignate alternate VOR Federal Airway No. 
V-151E from Lebanon, N.H., via the 
Lebanon 005°T (020 C M) and Montpelier. 
Vt., 112°T (127°M) radials to Montpelier. 

Designation of the proposed airway 
would establish a dual airway system be¬ 
tween Lebanon and Montpelier, thereby 
reducing delays presently experienced by 
commuter traffic serving the Lebanon 
and Montpelier airports. Also, air traffic 
control procedures would be improved. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of Sec. 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) 
and Sec. 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 27, 
1974. 

Charles H. Newpol, 

Acting Chief. Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division . 

(FR Doc.74-15368 FUed 7-3-74.8:45 am) 


[14 CFR Part 71] 

(Airspace Docket No. 74-WE-17] 

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Alteration 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering an amendment to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that 


would establish a new transition area for 
Sedona Airport, Arizona. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications should 
be submitted in triplicate to the Chief, 
Airspace and Procedures Branch, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 15000 S. Avia¬ 
tion Blvd., Lawndale. California 90261. 
All communications received on or before 
August 5, 1974 will be considered before 
action is taken on the proposed amend¬ 
ment. No public hearing is contemplated 
at this time, but arrangements for infor¬ 
mal conferences with Federal Aviation 
Administration officials may be made by 
contacting the Regional Air Traffic Divi¬ 
sion Chief. Any data, views, or arguments 
presented during such conferences must 
also be submitted in wilting in accord¬ 
ance with this notice in order to become 
part of the record for consideration. The 
proposal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments re¬ 
ceived. 

A public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons in the 
Office of the Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 15000 S. Avia¬ 
tion Boulevard, Lawndale, California 
90261. 

A new non-Federal Non-Directional 
Radiobeacon (NDB) is proposed to serve 
Sedona Airport, Arizona. A public instru¬ 
ment approach procedure is being de¬ 
veloped utilizing the 219° T (205° M) 
bearing from the NDB for the procedure 
turn and final approach course. The pro¬ 
posed airspace designation is necessary to 
provide the required controlled airspace 
for the instmment approach procedure. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
FAA proposes the following airspace 
action. 

In § 71.181 (39 FR 440) the following 
transition area is added: 

Sedona, Arizona 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 3-mile radius 
of Sedona Airport (latitude 34°51'00” N., 
longitude lll o 47*10” W.), within 2.5 miles 
each side of the 219 u bearing from the Sedona 
radiobeacon (latitude 34 6 49'41" N., longitude 
111*48’48" W.), extending from the 3-mile 
radius area to 7 miles SW of the radiobeacon; 
that airspace extending upward from 1.200 
feet above the surface within 9 miles NW 
and 12 miles SE of the 219* bearing from 
the Sedona radiobeacon extending from the 
radiobeacon to 18.5 miles SW of the radio¬ 
beacon. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sec. 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, (49 
U.S.C. 1348(a)), and of sec. 6(c) of the 
Department of Transportation Act (49 
U.S.C. 1655(c)). 

Issued in Los Angeles, California, on 
June 26, 1974. 

Robert O. Blanchard. 

Acting Director. 
Western Region . 

(FR Doc.74-15359 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 
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[ 14 CFR Part 71 ] 

I Airspace Docket No. 74-GL-I6] 

TRANSITION AREA 

Proposed Alteration 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
Is considering amending Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
alter the transition area at Pekin, Illinois. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Great Lakes Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avi¬ 
ation Administration, 2300 East Devon 
Avenue. Des Plaines. Illinois 60018. All 
communications received on or before 
August 5. 1974, will be considered before 
action is taken on the proposed amend¬ 
ment. No public hearing is contemplated 
at this time, but arrangements for in¬ 
formal conferences with Federal Aviation 
Administration officials may be made by 
contacting the Regional Air Traffic Chief. 
Any data, views, or arguments presented 
during such conferences must also be 
submitted in writing in accordance with 
tills notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

A public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons in the 
Office of the Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 2300 East Dev¬ 
on Avenue, Des Plaines, Illinois 60018. 

A new public instrument approach lias 
been developed for the Waddell Airport, 
Manito, Illinois. Accordingly, it Is neces¬ 
sary to alter the Pekin, Illinois transition 
area to adequately protect the aircraft 
executing the new approach procedure. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Federal Aviation Administration pro¬ 
poses to amend Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations as hereinafter set 
forth: 

In § 71.181 (39 FR 440), the following 
transition area is amended to read: 

Pekin, Illinois 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 6*4 mile 
radius of the Pekin Municipal Airport (lati¬ 
tude 40*29'25"N„ longitude 89’40'20"W.), 
and within a 5-mile radius of the Waddell 
Airport (latitude 40°29'28"N., longitude 
89 46'38"W.); excluding the portion which 
overlies the Peoria, Illinois transition area. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1348), and of section 6(c) of the Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 
1655(c)). 

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois on June 
14, 1974. 

R. O. Ziegler. 

Acting Director, 

Great Lakes Region. 

[PR Doc.74-15360 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 74-NW-10J 

CONTROL ZONE 

Proposed Alteration; Extension of 
Comment Period 

On May 15, 1974, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register (39 FR 17336) stating that 
the Federal Aviation Administration was 
considering an amendment to Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would alter the description of the Hills¬ 
boro. Oregon control zone. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
in which to submit written data, views 
or arguments. However, subsequent to 
the close of the comment period it was 
found that the NPRM had not been dis¬ 
tributed to all interested parties. A com¬ 
plete distribution is now being made, and 
In order to afford all interested parties 
an opportunity to comment, the comment 
period for this NPRM is extended to 
July 20, 1974. All communications re¬ 
ceived by this date will be considered 
before action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. 

This extension of comment period is 
issued under the authority of section 
307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, as amended, (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)), 
and of section 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)). 

Issued in Seattle, Washington on June 
24,1974. 

C. B. Walk, Jr., 
Director , Northwest Region. 

[PR Doc. 74-15369 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


[14 CFR Part 71] 

[Airspace Docket No. 74-QL-19] 

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Designation 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
Is considering amending Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
designate a transition area at Little Falls, 
Minnesota. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications should 
be submitted in triplicate to the Direc¬ 
tor, Great Lakes Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration, 2300 East Devon 
Avenue, Des Plaines, Illinois 60018. All 
communications received on or before 
August 5. 1974, will be considered before 
action is taken on the proposed amend¬ 
ment. No public hearing is contemplated 
at this time, but arrangements for in¬ 
formal conferences with Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration officials may be 
made by contacting the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. Any data, views 
or arguments presented during such con¬ 
ferences must also be submitted in writ¬ 
ing in accordance with this notice in 


order to become part of the record for 
consideration. The proposal contained in 
this notice may be changed in the livht 
of comments received. 

A public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons in th* 
Office of the Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 2300 Pact 
Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, Illinois 
60018. 

A new public use instrument approach 
procedure has been developed for the 
Little Falls. Minnesota Municipal Air- 
port, Little Falls, Minnesota, conse¬ 
quently, it Is necessary to provide con¬ 
trolled airspace protection for aircraft 
executing this new approach procedure 
by designating a transition area at Uttle 
Falls, Minnesota. The new procedure will 
become effective concurrently with the 
designation of the transition area. 

In consideration of the foregoing the 
Federal Aviation Administration pro¬ 
poses to amend Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations as hereinafter set 
forth: 

In § 71.181 (39 FR 440), the following 

transition area Is added: 


Little Palls, Minn. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a five mile 
radius of Little Falls Municipal Airport 
(latitude 45’56'56" N.. longitude 94*20*44" 
W.); within three miles each side of the 
141 * bearing from the airport, extending from 
the five mile radius to eight miles southeast 
of the airport excluding that portion which 
overlies the Camp Ripley, Minnesota transi¬ 
tion area. 


This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 UB.C. 1348’, 
and of section 6(c) of the Department 
of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 
1655(c)). 


Issued In Des Plaines, Illinois on 

June 14, 1974. 


R. O. Ziegler, 
Acting Director, 
Great Lakes Region. 
[PR Doc.74-15365 Piled 7-8-74; 8:45 ami 


[14 CFR Part 71] 

[Airspace Docket No. 74-SO-62[ 

CONTROL ZONE 
Proposed Designation 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering an amendment to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would designate the Jacksonville, N.C. 
(Albert J. Ellis Airport) control zone. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Southern Re¬ 
gion, Air Traffic Division, P.O. Box 20636, 
Atlanta, Ga. 30320. All communications 
received on or before August 5,1974, will 
bo considered before action is taken on 
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the proposed amendment. No hearing is 
contemplated at this time, but arrange- 
ments for informal conferences with 
Federal Aviation Administration officials 
may be made by contacting the Chief, 
Airspace and Procedures Branch. Any 
data, views or arguments presented dur- 
w such conferences must also be sub¬ 
mitted in writing in accordance with this 
notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained In this notice may be changed 
In light of comments received. 

The official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at 
the Federal Aviation Administration, 
Southern Region. Room 645, 3400 Whip¬ 
ple Street, East Point, Ga. 

The Jacksonville (Albert J. Ellis Air¬ 
port) control zone would be designated 
asi 

Jacksonville Airport 


Within a 5-mile radius of Albert J. Eillfl 
(Lat. 34°49'49" N., Long. 77°36'42~ W.); 
within 3 miles each side of the 045° and 220 ° 
hearings from Onslow RBN (Lat. 34° 49'43~ 
Long. T7°36'6I" W.). extending from the 
5-mlle radius zone to 8.5 miles northeast and 
southwest of the RBN. This control zone is 
effective during the specific dates and times 
established In advance by Notice to Airmen. 
The effective date and time will thereafter 
be continuously published in the Airman’s 
Information Manual. 


The proposed designation Is required to 
provide controlled airspace protection for 
IFR operations in climb to 700 feet above 
the surface and in descent from 1,000 
feet above the surface. In October 1974, 
direct communications from the control¬ 
ling facility, ATC Tower, Wilmington, 
N.C., to the pilot and weather observa¬ 
tion and reporting services to be per¬ 
formed by Piedmont Air Line personnel 
are proposed to be implemented. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sec. 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 UJS.C. 1348(a)) 
and of sec. 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)). 


Issued in East Point. Ga., on June 25, 
1974. 

Phillip M. Swatek, 
Director , Southern Region ♦ 
[PR Doc.74-15366 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


[14 CFR Part 71] 

[Airspace Docket No. 74-SO-65J 

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Alteration 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering an amendment to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would alter the Nashville, Tenn., transi¬ 
tion area. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Southern Re¬ 
gion, Air Traffic Division, P.O. Box 20636, 
AWanfca, Ga. 30320. All communications 
fweived on or before August 5, 1974, will 
oe considered before action is taken on 
Proposed amendment. No hearing is 
contemplated at this time, but arrange¬ 


ments for informal conferences with Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Administration officials 
may be made by contacting the Chief, 
Airspace and Procedures Branch. Any 
data, views or arguments presented dur¬ 
ing such conferences must also be sub¬ 
mitted in writing in accordance with tills 
notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
In light of comments received. 

The official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, South¬ 
ern Region. Room 645, 3400 Whipple 
Street, East Point, Ga. 

The Nashville transition area described 
in § 71.181 (39 FR 440 and 14502) would 
be amended as follows: • • long. 

86°40'50” W.) * * would be deleted 
and u * • • long. 86°40'50" W.); the 
airspace south bounded on the north by 
the arc of a 14-mile radius circle cen¬ 
tered on Nashville Metropolitan Airport; 
on the northeast by the arc of an 8.5-mile 
radius circle centered on Smyrna Air¬ 
port; on the south by the arc of a 17.5- 
miip radius circle centered on Nashville 
Metropolitan Airport, and on the west by 
Nashville VOR 205° radial • • would 
be substituted therefor. 

The proposed alteration is required to 
provide controlled airspace protection for 
IFR aircraft being provided radar vector 
service to Runways 2L and 31. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sec. 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) 
and of sec. 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)). 

Issued in East Point, Ga., on June 25, 
1974. 

Phillip M. Swatek. 

Director , Southern Region. 

[FR Doc.74-15367 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


[14 CFR Parts 121, 135] 

[Docket No. 12881; Notice No. 74-25 [ 

AIR TRANSPORTATION Of HANDICAPPED 
PERSONS 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amending Parts 121 and 
135 of the Federal Aviation regulations 
to provide rules for the safe carriage by 
the holders of Part 121 and 135 certifi¬ 
cates of persons who, because of a phys¬ 
ical condition, may require the assistance 
of another person during an emergency 
evacuation. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the reg¬ 
ulatory docket and notice number and 
be submitted in duplicate to: Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of the 
Chief Counsel, Attention: Rules Docket, 
AGC-24, 800 Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20591. All communica¬ 
tions received on or before October 7, 
1974, will be considered by the Adminis¬ 


trator before taking action on the pro¬ 
posed rule. The proposals contained in 
this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. All comments sub¬ 
mitted will be available, both before and 
after the closing date for comments, in 
the Rules Docket for examination by in¬ 
terested persons. 

According to the Department of Trans¬ 
portation's (DOT) 1970 Urban Mass 
Transportation statistics there are ap¬ 
proximately 13.390,000 handicapped per¬ 
sons in the United States. This represents 
approximately 6.31 percent of the total 
U.S. population. Because there is increas¬ 
ing concern about the availability of ade¬ 
quate air carriage for this large segment 
of American society, the Civil Aeronau¬ 
tics Board (CAB) on October 14, 1971. 
issued an advance notice of proposed 
rulemaking (ANPRM) to notify the pub¬ 
lic of the Board's consideration of rule 
making action to amend Part 221 “Eco¬ 
nomic Regulations” and Part 399 “Policy 
Statements” of the CAB regulations to 
provide for terms and conditions govern¬ 
ing the carriage by air of physically han¬ 
dicapped persons. 

Subsequent to the issuance of the CAB 
notice, the CAB referred the matter to 
the DOT (FAA) for a determination of 
the relevant safety parameters associ¬ 
ated with the carriage by air of disabled 
persons, and deferred its own proceed¬ 
ings until the appropriate safety stand¬ 
ards had been established. Consequently, 
on May 30. 1973, the FAA Issued an 
ANPRM, Notice No. 73-16 (published in 
the Federal Register on June 5, 1973; 
38 FR 14757), entitled “Air Transporta¬ 
tion of Handicapped Persons.” The pur¬ 
pose of that notice was to solicit com¬ 
ments from interested persons in order 
to select a course, or alternative courses, 
of action to take in order to develop this 
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM). 
Moreover, subsequent to the issuance of 
the ANPRM, and due to significant public 
interest, six public hearings concerning 
the transportation of handicapped per¬ 
sons were held throughout the United 
States. 

A large number of comments were re¬ 
ceived in response to the ANPRM, and 
many statements were presented at the 
six hearings. Many comments and state¬ 
ments stressed that the individual's 
freedom to travel should be preserved, 
and encouraged the adoption of regula¬ 
tions which would safely maximize the 
transportation of handicapped persons. 

Section 1111 of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 provides: “Subject to rea¬ 
sonable rules and regulations prescribed 
by the Secretary of Transportation, any 
air carrier is authorized to refuse trans¬ 
portation to a passenger or to refuse to 
transport property when, in the opinion 
of the carrier, such transportation would 
or might be inimical to safety of flight.” 
The FAA believes that the rules and reg¬ 
ulations herein proposed would provide 
reasonable safety standards for the car¬ 
riage of handicapped persons by air, and 
that, accordingly, handicapped persons 
should not be denied that transportation 
when they can be carried In compliance 
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with those regulations. In this connec¬ 
tion, it should be noted that section 404 
(b) of the Federal Aviation Act pro¬ 
hibits an air carrier from subjecting any 
person to any unjust discrimination or 
any undue or unreasonable prejudice or 
disadvantage in any respect whatsoever. 

Based upon the comments received in 
response to the ANPRM, statements 
made at the public hearing, and the 
FAA’s consideration of the problems of 
evacuating persons with specific types 
of handicaps and the effect the carriage 
of those persons might have on the 
emergency evacuation of the other pas¬ 
sengers, the FAA believes that the car¬ 
riage of handicapped persons should be 
limited in the interest of air safety only 
when those persons need the assistance 
of other persons to expeditiously evacu¬ 
ate the airplane. 

Accordingly, it is proposed to add a 
new § 121.584 to Part 121 that would 
specifically provide for the carriage of 
handicapped persons. Paragraph (a) of 
that section would define a handicapped 
person as a person who may need the 
assistance of another person to expedi¬ 
tiously move to an emergency exit in the 
event of an emergency evacuation. 

Paragraph (b) of proposed § 121.584 
provides that a certificate holder may 
not refuse to carry a person on the basis 
that he is a handicapped person if (1) 
the person seeking to board presents a 
written statement, signed within the 
preceding six months by a licensed physi¬ 
cian, that he does not need the assistance 
of another person to expeditiously move 
to an emergency exit in the event of an 
emergency evacuation; or (2) the sole 
basis for the certificate holder’s refusal 
to carry him is that the person is blind 
or deaf. Since these persons would not 
be “handicapped persons,” as that term 
is defined in this proposal, the FAA does 
not consider it necessary to place a 
limitation on the number that may be 
carried. The persons referred to in this 
paragraph would be permitted to sit in 
any passenger seat except (1) the two 
seats nearest an exit, or (2) a seat in 
a row of seats immediately adjacent to 
an exit that is not the farthest seat 
from the exit in that row. A row of seats 
consists of those seats in a lateral line 
from the fuselage to the fuselage. The 
FAA believes that these restrictions are 
necessary, since these persons may not 
be capable of opening an emergency exit 
or assisting the flight attendant in an 
emergency evacuation. 

Paragraph (c) of proposed § 121.584 
would establish requirements for the 
carriage of persons who are handicapped 
persons as that term is defined in para¬ 
graph (a). In accordance with those 
requirements, the total number of handi¬ 
capped persons carried could not exceed 
the number of emergency exits and the 
number of persons who are not accom¬ 
panied by a personal attendant capable 
of assisting that person in moving ex¬ 
peditiously to an exit would be limited to 
the number of floor level exits. In the 
case of a person who needs to remain on 
a litter during flight, only one such per¬ 


son would be permitted on any flight and 
he would have to be accompanied by an 
attendant capable of assisting him in the 
event of an emergency evacuation. 

In order to provide for the orderly and 
expeditious evacuation of all passengers 
in the event of an emergency evacuation, 
it is proposed in subparagraph (c) (4) 
that each handicapped person be seated 
in the farthest seat from the emergency 
exit in a row of seats immediately ad¬ 
jacent to a floor level exit. If the exit 
does not have such row of seats, he would 
be seated in a seat that would not block 
any person’s access to an emergency exit. 
In addition, the seat must be located so 
that he can use an exit that another 
handicapped person would not be ex¬ 
pected to use in an evacuation. 

The FAA believes that the limitations 
proposed in paragraph (c) are necessary 
in view of the current evacuation proce¬ 
dures approved for air carrier operations. 
However, in order to facilitate the car¬ 
riage of larger numbers of handicapped 
persons, such as on charter flights, the 
proposal would relieve an air carrier from 
complying with the restrictions proposed 
in paragraph (c) if it obtains FAA- 
approval of emergency evacuation proce¬ 
dures for a larger number of handicapped 
persons. 

Not mentioned in the ANPRM or pub¬ 
lic hearing is the problem of handi¬ 
capped persons who have a physical 
condition that prohibits their sitting 
erect. Section 121.311 requires all seats 
to be in an upright position for takeoffs 
and landings to facilitate access to aisles 
and exits in the event of an emergency. 
The FAA has received requests for relief 
from this rule and believes that § 121.311 
should be amended to permit persons 
who are unable to sit erect for a medical 
reason, including litter patients, to place 
seats in the reclined position for takeoff 
and landing when the seat back does not 
obstruct any passenger’s access to the 
aisle or to any emergency exit. 

In order to assure that each person 
carried in accordance with this proposal 
is aware of the procedures that should be 
followed in the event of an emergency 
evacuation, it is proposed to amend 
§ 121.571 to add a new paragraph (a)(3) 
that would require such a briefing before 
takeoff. 

The FAA also recognizes that a hand¬ 
icapped person may carry crutches or 
a cane which he may need in the event 
of an emergency evacuation. Accord¬ 
ingly. it is proposed in a new § 121.589(d) 
that those crutches arid canes be stowed 
so that they are readily accessible. Cur¬ 
rent § 121.589 provides standards for the 
safe stowage of those articles. 

In view of the wide variety of aircraft 
operated by Part 135 certificate holders, 
the FAA does not believe that Part 135 
should contain specific requirements for 
the carriage of persons needing emer¬ 
gency evacuation assistance. Rather, the 
operations manual of each operator 
should contain evacuation procedures 
tailored to its specific operations and 
§ 135.27 would be amended to provide 
such a requirement. Moreover, Part 135 


would be amended to require: (1) that 
evacuation training of crewmembers in¬ 
clude the emergency evacuation of per¬ 
sons who may need assistance in evacu¬ 
ating the airplane, and (2) that an indi¬ 
vidual briefing be given each person who 
may need evacuation assistance and each 
attendant similar to the briefing which 
would be required in Part 121. 

The FAA does not consider it appro¬ 
priate to consider the length of a 
planned flight as a material factor in 
determining the number of handicapped 
persons that should be accepted for air 
carriage. Furthermore, the FAA does not 
consider it necessary to propose changes 
in the emergency evacuation provisions 
of the regulations. The FAA believes, 
based upon a review of evacuation data 
and considering the limitations proposed, 
this proposed regulation would not sig¬ 
nificantly increase the time required to 
evacuate the aircraft in the event of an 
emergency. 

These amendments are proposed under 
the authority of sections 313(a), 601, 
603, 604, and 1111 of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Act Of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 
1424, and 1511), and section 6(c) of the 
Department of Transportation Act (49 
U.S.C. 1655(c)). 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend Parts 121 and 135 of 
the Federal Aviation regulations as 
follows: 

§ 121.311 [Amended] 

1. By amending § 121.311(d) (2) by 
striking out the words “stretcher cases’* 
and by inserting in place thereof the 
words “persons who are unable to sit 
erect for a medical reason”. 

§ 121.417 [Amended] 

2. By amending § 121.417(b) <3)<ttl 
by striking out the semicolon following 
the word “evacuation” and adding at the 
end thereof the words including the 
evacuation of the persons described in 
§ 121.584;”. 

3. By adding a new § 121.571(a)(3) to 
read as follows: 

§ 121.571 Briefing passengers before 
takeoff. 

(a) • * * 

(3) Before each takeoff, an individual 
briefing of each person carried in ac¬ 
cordance with § 121.584 and his at¬ 
tendant, if any, shall be made concern¬ 
ing the procedures to be followed in the 
event of an emergency evacuation. 

• * ♦ • * 

4. By adding a new 5 121.584 to Part 
121 to read as follows: 

§ 121.584 Carriage of persons needing 
evacuation assist a nee. 

(a) For the purpose of this section, a 
handicapped person is a person who may 
need the assistance of another person 
to expeditiously move to an exit in the 
event of an emergency evacuation. 

(b) A certificate holder may not re¬ 
fuse to carry a person on the basis that 
he is a handicapped person, if — 

(1) He presents the certificate holder 
with a written statement signed within 
the preceding six months by a licensea 
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physician that he does not need the as¬ 
sistance o t another person to expedi¬ 
tiously move to an exit in the event of 
an emergency evacuation, or the sole 
basis for the certificate holder’s refusal 
to carry him is that he is blind or deaf; 

aD ( 2 ) He can be seated in a seat that is 
nofone of the two seats nearest an exit, 
or is not a seat in a row of seats im¬ 
mediately adjacent to an exit, except that 
he may be seated in the farthest seat 
from the exit in that row. 

(c) A certificate holder may not refuse 
to carry a handicapped person on the 
basis that he Is a handicapped person 
when the following requirements are 

(1) The total number of handicapped 
persons carried does not exceed the num¬ 
ber of exits. 

(2) The number of handicapped per¬ 
sons carried who do not have a personal 
attendant capable of assisting those per¬ 
sons in the event of an emergency evac¬ 
uation does not exceed the number of 
floor level exits. 

(3) In the case of a handicapped per¬ 
son who needs to remain on a litter dur¬ 
ing flight, if he is the only such person 
carried and he is accompanied by a per¬ 
sonal attendant capable of assisting him 
In the event of an emergency evacuation. 

(4) Each handicapped person must be 
seated so that— 

(1) He is in the farthest seat from the 
exit in a row of seats immediately adja¬ 
cent to a floor level exit, or if the exit 
does not have such row of seats, he is in 
a seat that would not block any person’s 
access to an exit, and 

(ii) He can use an exit in the event of 
an emergency evacuation that another 
handicapped person would not be ex¬ 
pected to use. 

The provisions of this paragraph do not 
apply to a certificate holder who has 
FAA-approved emergency evacuation 
procedures for the number of handi¬ 
capped persons that are to be carried. 

5. By adding a new § 121.589(d) to read 
as follows; 


§121.589 Carry-on baggage. 

* • * * * 


(d) The certificate holder shall ensure 
that each crutch or cane carried aboard 
by a passenger who may need it in the 
event of an emergency evacuation is 
stowed so that it is readily accessible. 

6. By amending § 135.27(b) (14> <iii> by 
striking out the period at the end thereof 
and inserting a semicolon in place 
thereof; by redesignating § 135.27(b) (15) 
as § 135.27(b) (16>; and by adding a new 
s 135.27(b) (15) to read as follows; 

§ 135.27 Manual requirements. 

• k * • 

<b) • • • 

(15) Procedures for the evacuation of 
Persons who may need the assistance of 
nother person hi the event of an emer- 
Kcncy evacuation; and 


- * * • 

amen ding § 135.81 by redesignat- 
g 1 le Present text as paragraph (a) and 


by adding a new paragraph (b> to read 
as follows: 

§ 135.81 Briefing of passengers before 

flight* 

» • • • • 

(b) Before each takeoff the pilot in 
command shall ensure that each person 
who may need the assistance of another 
person in the event of an emergency 
evacuation and his attendant, if any, 
has received a briefing as to the proce¬ 
dures to be followed In the event of an 
evacuation. 

8. By amending § 135.139 by striking 
out the word “and” at the end of para¬ 
graph (g) and the period at the end of 
paragraph (h); by adding a semicolon 
and the word “and” at the end of para¬ 
graph (h); and by amending paragraph 
(c) and adding a new paragraph Ci) to 
read as follows: 

§ 135.139 Initial and recurrent flight 
attendant crewmember testing re¬ 
quirements. 

• • • • • 

(c) Crewmember assignments, func¬ 
tions, and responsibilities during ditch¬ 
ing and evacuation, including evacuation 
of persons who may need evacuation 
assistance. 

• » • • • 

(i) Seating of persons who may need 
the assistance of another person in the 
event of an emergency evacuation as 
prescribed by the certificate holder’s 
operations manual. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on July 2, 
1974. 

C. R. Melugin, Jr., 

Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 

(PH Doc.74-15533 Piled 7-3-74;8:45 am) 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

[ 13 CFR Part 121 ] 

SMALL BUSINESS SIZE STANDARDS 

Definition of Small Business for Purpose of 
Government Procurements for Dredging 

Currently, § 121.3-8(a) (2) of 13 CFR 
Part 121, provides that a concern is small 
if it is bidding on a contract for dredging 
and its average annual receipts for its 
preceding 3 fiscal years do not exceed 
$5 million. In addition, Armed Services 
Procurement Regulation (ASPR) 1- 
701.1(a) (2) a provides that dredging of 
at least 40 percent of the yardage adver¬ 
tised in small business total set-asides 
must be performed with dredging equip¬ 
ment owned by small business. 

The latter provision has had the effect 
of preventing a small business from act¬ 
ing as a broker for large business 
dredging contractors. However, in Deci¬ 
sion B-180196 dated June 4, 1974, the 
Deputy Comptroller General of the 
United States ruled that, since the Small 
Business Administration has exclusive 
statutory jurisdiction in small business 
size matters, the referenced ASPR pro¬ 
vision is an unauthorized size standard 
and an improper restriction on competi¬ 


tion, and that a solicitation containing 
such a limitation is legally defective. 

The Deputy Comptroller General 
noted in his decision that the SBA has 
statutory authority to limit the extent 
of subcontracting to large business and 
recommended that similar regulatory 
action should be taken, by the SBA in 
the case of small business set-aside con¬ 
tracts for dredging. 

Under the circumstances, notice is 
hereby given that the Small Business Ad¬ 
ministrator hereby proposes to revise 
§ 121.3-8(a) (2) of the Small Business 
Size Standards Regulation to read as 
follows: 

§ 121.3—8 Definition of small business 
for Government procurement. 

* • • • • 

(a) Construction ♦ • * 

(2) Small if it is bidding on a contract 
for dredging and (i) its average annual 
receipts for its preceding 3 fiscal years 
do not exceed $5 million and (ii) it per¬ 
forms the dredging of at least 40 per¬ 
cent of the yardage advertised in the 
plans and specifications with dredging 
equipment owned by the bidder or ob¬ 
tained from another small business 
dredging concern. 

* • + ♦ * 

Interested parties may file with the 
Small Business Administration on or 
before August 5, 1974 written statements 
of facts, opinions, or arguments concern¬ 
ing the proposal. 

All correspondence shall be addressed 
to: 

William L. Pelhngton, Director, Office of 

Industry Studies and Size Standards, 1441 

L Street NW.. Washington, D.C. 20416. 

Dated: June 27. 1974. 

Thomas S. Kleppe, 

Administrator . 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 59.009. Procurement Assistance to 
Small Businesses) 

[FR Doc.74-15319 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 am] 


FEDERAL ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

[ 10 CFR Part 211] 

EXEMPTION OF RESIDUAL FUEL OIL 
FROM THE MANDATORY PETROLEUM 
ALLOCATION REGULATIONS 

Proposed Rulemaking and Public Hearing 

The Federal Energy Administration 
hereby gives notice of a proposal to 
amend 10 CFR Part 211 to exempt resid¬ 
ual fuel oil from allocation under the 
Mandatory Petroleum Allocation Regula¬ 
tions. The FEA also gives notice that it 
will receive written comments and hold a 
public hearing with respect to the pro¬ 
posal to exempt residual fuel oil from 
allocation. 

The Emergency Petroleum Allocation 
Act of 1973 provides for the mandatory 
allocation of crude oil, residual fuel oil 
and most refined petroleum products 
manufactured in or imported Into the 
United States. The Act specifies that the 
regulations promulgated thereunder are 
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to remain in effect until February 28, 
1975. Under section 4(g)(2) of the Act, 
however, if the President or his delegate 
finds that (1) application of the regula¬ 
tions to crude oil, residual fuel oil or a 
particular petroleum product is not nec¬ 
essary to carry out the purposes of the 
Act; (2) there is no domestic shortage of 
the particular oil or product; and (3) 
exempting such oil or product would not 
have an adverse impact on the domestic 
supply of any other oil or refined petro¬ 
leum product subject to the Act, he may 
prescribe an amendment to the regula¬ 
tions exempting the oil or product from 
the regulations for a period of not more 
than ninety days. Such an amendment 
must be submitted to the Congress along 
with findings in support thereof at least 
five days during which each house is in 
session prior to the effective date. If 
either house disapproves the amendment, 
it shall not become effective, and the oil 
or product will continue under the allo¬ 
cation program. 

The FEA has concluded that current 
and projected supplies of residual fuel 
oil from both domestic and foreign 
sources are adequate to meet demand 
through the end of this year. The FEA 
also believes that residual fuel oil may be 
exempted from mandatory allocation at 
this time consistent with the objectives 
of the Act and without creating short¬ 
ages of crude oil or other refined petro¬ 
leum products subject to the Act. The 
data which support these conclusions, 
and an explanation of the data, are con¬ 
tained in Appendix A to this notice. A 
more detailed explanation of the FEA’s 
method of estimating supply and fore¬ 
casting demand and of FEA data analy¬ 
sis is contained in FEO Technical Re¬ 
port 74-3, Residual Fuel Oil Supply and 
Demand Forecasts, July 1974—December 
1974, copies of which may be obtained 
from the Office of Public Affairs, FEA, 
Washington, D.C. 20461. 

The FEA therefore proposes to revoke 
Subpart I of Part 211, ending the man¬ 
datory allocation of residual fuel oil for 
a period of ninety days, beginning Au¬ 
gust 1, 1974. The FEA, however, proposes 
to retain certain recordkeeping and re¬ 
porting requirements relating to produc¬ 
tion, imports, inventories, and consump¬ 
tion of residual fuel oil, so that it may 
monitor the supply and demand situation 
closely, and to maintain a standby man¬ 
agement capability so that the allocation 
of residual fuel oil could be quickly rein¬ 
stituted should such a step by required 
by altered circumstances. 

As required by section 7(c)(2) of the 
Federal Energy Administration Act of 
1974, Pub. L. 93-275, a copy of this notice 
has been submitted to the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency 
for his comments concerning the impact 
of this proposal on the quality of the 
environment. The Administrator’s com¬ 
ments are contained in Appendix B to 
this notice. 

The purpose of this rulemaking pro¬ 
ceeding and public hearing is to elicit in¬ 
formation and views of interested per¬ 
sons regarding the proposed exemption 


of residual fuel oil from mandatory alio- 
cation. The FEA invites the submission 
of data, arguments, and information 
with respect to this proposal and with 
respect to the findings required to be 
made under the Emergency Petroleum 
Allocation Act of 1973. Specifically, the 
FEA invites the submission of informa¬ 
tion or comments with respect to; 

(a) Whether there is or is not a short¬ 
age of residual fuel oil; 

(b) Whether the mandatory alloca¬ 
tion of residual fuel oil is or is not neces¬ 
sary to carry out the Mandatory Petro¬ 
leum Allocation Act of 1973, to provide 
for: 

(1) Protection of public health, safety, 
and welfare, (including maintenance of 
residential heating, such as individual 
homes, apartments, and similar occupied 
dwelling units) and the national defense; 

(2) Maintenance of all public services 
(including facilities and services pro¬ 
vided by municipally, cooperatively, or 
investor owned utilities or by any State 
or local government or authority, and in¬ 
cluding transportation facilities and 
services which serve the public at large); 

(3) Maintenance of agricultural oper¬ 
ations, including farming, ranching, 
dairy, and fishing activities, and services 
directly related thereto; 

(4) Preservation of an economically 
sound and competitive petroleum in¬ 
dustry; including the priority needs to 
restore and foster competition in the 
producing, refining, distribution, market¬ 
ing, and petrochemical sectors of such 
industry, and to preserve the competitive 
viability of independent refiners, small 
refiners, nonbranded independent mar¬ 
keters, and branded independent mar¬ 
keters; 

(5) The allocation of suitable types, 
grades, and quality of crude oil to re¬ 
fineries in the United States to permit 
such refineries to operate at full capac¬ 
ity; 

(6) Equitable distribution of crude oil, 
residual fuel oil, and refined petroleum 
products at equitable prices among all 
regions and areas of the United States 
and sectors of the petroleum industry, in¬ 
cluding independent refiners, small re¬ 
finers, nonbranded indepedent mar¬ 
keters, branded independent marketers, 
and among all users; 

(7) Allocation of residual fuel oil and 
refined petroleum products in such 
amounts and in such manner as may be 
necessary for the maintenance of ex¬ 
ploration for, and production or extrac¬ 
tion, of. fuels, and for required trans¬ 
portation related thereto; 

(8) Economic efficiency; and 

(9) Minimization of economic distor¬ 
tion, inflexibility, and unnecessary in¬ 
terference with market mechanisms; 

(c) Whether exempting residual fuel 
oil will or will not have an adverse im¬ 
pact on the supply of crude oil or re¬ 
fined petroleum products subject to the 
Mandatory Petroleum Allocation Act of 
1973. 

While the FEA does not at the present 
time propose to exempt residual fuel oil 
from the mandatory price regulations, 


comments from interested persons are 
invited on the effect of such an exemp¬ 
tion and arguments for or against such 
an exemption. In addition, the FEA in¬ 
vites comments on the following issues- 

(a) The effect of ending the manda¬ 
tory allocation of residual fuel oil, with¬ 
out exempting it from the price regula¬ 
tions, on the price of residual fuel oil 
and the resulting effect of any changes 
in price on demand for residual fuel oil- 

(b) The effect of ending the manda¬ 
tory allocation of residual fuel oil on the 
availability of low sulfur residual fuel oil- 

(c) The effect of availability of fuels 
not subject to the Mandatory Petroleum 
Allocation Act of 1973, such as coal and 
natural gas, on the demand for residual 
fuel oil; and 

(d) The effect of planned conversion 
of electric utilities from residual fuel oil 
to coal. 

Interested persons may participate in 
this rulemaking by submitting written 
data, views, or arguments with respect to 
the proposal, and any information that 
Is relevant to a decision in this matter, 
to the Executive Secretariat, FEA. Box 
AN, Washington, D.C. 20461. 

Comments should be identified on the 
outside envelope and on the documents 
submitted to the Executive Secretariat, 
FEA, with the designation “Residual 
Fuel Oil.” Fifteen copies should be sub¬ 
mitted. All comments received by July 22, 
1974, and all other relevant information 
will be considered by the FEA before 
final action is taken on the proposed 
regulations. 

Any information or data considered by 
the person furnishing it to be confiden¬ 
tial must be so identified and submitted 
in writing, one copy only. The FEA re¬ 
serves the right to determine the con¬ 
fidential status of the information or 
data and to treat it according to its 
determination. 

The public hearing in the proceeding 
will be held beginning at 9:30 a m., on 
Monday, July 22, and will be continued 
on Tuesday, July 23, 1974, if necessary, 
at the New Post Office Building. 12th 
& Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., to receive comments from in¬ 
terested persons on the matters set forth 
herein. Any person who has an interest 
in the subject of the hearing, or who is 
a representative of a group or class of 
persons which has an interest in the sub¬ 
ject of the hearing, may make a written 
request for an opportunity to make oral 
presentation. Such a request should be 
directed to the Executive Secretariat, 
FEA, and must be received before 4:30 
p.m. t e.d.t., July 15, 1974. Such a request 
may be hand delivered to Room 3309, 
New Post Office Building, 12th and Penn¬ 
sylvania Avenue. NW.. Washington, D.C., 
between the hours of 8 a.m., and 4:30 
p.m., Monday through Friday, or may be 
submitted by Telex (710-822-0155). The 
person making the request should be pre¬ 
pared to describe the interest concerned; 
if appropriate, to state why he is a proper 
representative of a group or class of per¬ 
sons which has such an interest; and to 
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give a concise summary of the proposed 
oral presentation and a phone number 
where he may be contacted through 
julv 18 1974. Each person selected to be 
heard will be so notified by the FEA 
before 5:30 p.m., e.d.t., July 18, 1974 and 
must submit 100 copies of his statement 
to the Executive Secretariat, FEA, Room 
3315 New Post Office Building, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20461, before 9 a.m., e.d.t., 
July 22, 1974. 

The FEA reserves the right to select 
the persons to be heard at the hearing, 
to schedule their respective presenta¬ 
tions, and to establish the procedures 
governing the conduct of the hearing. 
Each presentation may be limited, based 
on the number of persons requesting to 
be heard. „ 

An FEA official will be designated to 
preside at the hearing. It will not be a 
judicial or evidentiary-type hearing. 
Questions may be asked only by those 
conducting the hearing, and there will 
be no cross-examination of persons pre¬ 
senting statements. Any decision made 
by the FEA with respect to the subject 
matter of the hearing will be based on all 
information available to the FEA. At the 
conclusion of all initial oral statements, 
each person who has made an oral state¬ 
ment will be given the opportunity if he 
so desires, to make a rebuttal statement. 
The rebuttal statements will be given 
in the order in which the initial state¬ 
ments were made and will be subject to 
time limitations. 

Any interested person may submit 
questions, to be asked of any person mak¬ 
ing a statement at the hearing, to the 
Executive Secretariat, FEA, before 4:30 
p.m., e.d.t., July 19, 1974. Any person 
who makes an oral statement and who 
wishes to ask a question at the hearing 
may submit the question, in writing, to 
the presiding officer. The FEA or the 
presiding officer, if the question is sub¬ 
mitted at the hearing, will determine 
whether the question is relevant, and 
whether time limitations permit it to be 
presented for answer. 

Any further procedural rules needed 
for the proper conduct of the hearing 
will be announced by the presiding 
officer. 

A transcript of the hearing will be 
made and the entire record of the hear¬ 
ing, including the transcript, will be re¬ 
tained by the FEA and made available 
for inspection at the Public Reference 
Facility 0 f the FEA, Room 3130, New 
Post Office Building, 12th and Pennsyl¬ 
vania Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C., 
between the hours of 8 a.m. and 4:30 
P.m., Monday through Friday. Anyone 
[nay buy a copy of the transcript from 
the reporter. 

i^T r i e ? cy Petr oleum Allocation Act of 

93-159: Federal Energy Admln- 
^ io n Act of 1974, Pub. L. 93-275; E.O. 
11790, 39 FR 23185) 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 

amen d 10 CFR Part 211 as 
set forth herein. 

197 ^ Ued in Washln *ton, D.C., July 3, 

Robert E. Montgomery, Jr., 

Acting Generql Counsel, 
Federal Energy Administration . 
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Appendix A 

RESIDUA!. FUEL OIL SUPPLY AND DEMAND 
FORECASTS JULY 1974-DECEMBER 1974 

I. Introduction. The Federal Energy Ad¬ 
ministration has prepared econometric fore¬ 
casts of the monthly national consumption 
of residual fuel oil other petroleum prod¬ 
ucts. The forecasts are based upon an auto¬ 
mated procedure which considers: 

Factors which influence domestic demand; 
Domestic crude oil production; 

Available Import levels of crude oil and 
individual petroleum products; 

Available domestic refinery capacity; 
Minimum, operable levels of crude and 
product inventories and historical seasonal 
patterns of inventory buildup and draw¬ 
down; 

Alternative, feasible refinery yield pat- 
terms; and 

Alternative patterns of interregional dis¬ 
tribution. 

Forecasting residual fuel oil consumption 
begins with an estimate of the monthly de¬ 
mand for residual fuels. Supply availability 
is assessed by accounting for crude oil avail¬ 
ability from domestic and foreign sources, 
the availability of Imported residual fuels, 
the domestic production of residual fuels, 
and policies governing the level of domestic 
crude oil and petroleum product inventories. 
If expected domestic demand is in excess of 
supply, a shortfall Is forecast. 1 

The actual availability of residual fuels 
versus other petroleum products can be 
altered by changes In the yield patterns of 
domestic refineries and by the transfer of 
product from regions of potential surplus 
to regions of potential shortage. The fore¬ 
casting procedure takes these possibilities 
into account. The yield patterns and inter¬ 
regional distributions actually forecast are 
chosen such that any potential shortfall is 
equalized both with respect to product and 
with respect to region. 

n. Forecasting Demand. A crucial ingredi¬ 
ent in the preparation of the forecast is the 
estimate of monthly demand. The demand 
forecast is based upon the historical rela¬ 
tionship between residual fuel oil consump¬ 
tion and Important factors influencing con¬ 
sumption. Generally, the factors influencing 
consumption are expressed by: 

The overall level of economic activity: 

The residential and industrial demand for 
electric power; 

Variations in the weather; 

Seasonal variations which must be ac¬ 
counted for in measuring monthly (as op¬ 
posed to annual) demand; and 
Natural gas curtailments. 

The particular forecast of residual fuel oil 
consumption demand prepared by FEO meas¬ 
ures these influences using the following 
time series data: 

Demand How 

influence measured 

Overall level of Disposable Income in 
economic actlv- 1958 dollars, 
ity. 

Residential electric Federal Reserve Board 
power demand. Index of electric 
power production for 
residential use. 


1 A very small level of export demand for 
residual fuels is also taken into account. 


Demand 

influence 

Industrial electric 
power demand. 


Variations in 
weather. 

Seasonal variations 


How 

measured 

Federal Reserve Board 
Index of electric 
power production fcr 
industrial use. 

National monthly de¬ 
gree days.* 

Variables representing 
the months of May 
through September. 


The relationship between these Influences 
and monthly residual fuel consumption was 
estimated statistically for the period Janu¬ 
ary, 1961 to July, 1973. 

The advent of the oil embargo and the as¬ 
sociated shortages, price Increases, and other 
conservation measures required that his¬ 
torical usage patterns of residual fuels be 
amended. 

Recent changes In usage considered were; 

Oil to coal switching by utilities; 

Wheeling of base load; 

Heating and air conditioning conserva¬ 
tion; 

Reports on conservation efforts by Indus¬ 
try; and 

The effects of substantial price increases. 

It is estimated that these Influences taken 
together would lead to a reduction in his¬ 
torical usage patterns of 250 thousand bar¬ 
rels per day in the second and third quarter 
1974, and 375 thousand barrels per day in 
the fourth quarter 1974. 

III. Residual Fuel Oil Supply and Demand 
Forecasts. This section presents FEA's re¬ 
sidual fuel oil forecast from July 1974 
through December, 1974. Five forecasts 
are presented. A base forecast derived from 
the procedures discussed above and four 
additional forecasts which differ only in that 
domestic demand has been increased by in¬ 
crements of 4-6 percent, 4-10 percent, 4-15 
percent and 4-20 percent. These last four 
forecasts are Included to permit an assess¬ 
ment of the sensitivity of the base forecast 
to increases in demand levels beyond the 
estimates used. 

With the best estimate of demand, residual 
supplies will be adequate. The less than V& 
of 1 percent shortage shown is due to the se¬ 
lection of yield patterns to equalize short¬ 
falls for all products and due to the require¬ 
ment that only historically observed inter¬ 
regional distribution patterns be considered. 
In fact, the refining and distribution sys¬ 
tems are more flexible than that presumed 
by the forecasting procedures. Most regions 
show a surplus of fuel supply. Even within 
the restrained framework of the forecast, 


supply availability is sufficient to meet the 
changes in demand represented by the 5 
percent, 10 percent, 15 percent and 20 per¬ 
cent Increases. The shortfall projections are 
little influenced by these increases in de¬ 
mand. It may be concluded that any poten¬ 
tial shortfalls are of a regional "spot short¬ 
age” character and that the overall level of 
supply, given the flexible distribution system 
and the possible variations in imports, is 
sufficient even if demand Is somewhat higher 
than forecast. 


* State by state monthly temperature devi¬ 
ations from a comfort norm weighted with 
respect to fuel use. 


Residual fuel oil average shortfall for the period July-December 1974 


Demand forecasts 

Base Forecast 

4-5 percent 

4-10 percent 

4-15 percent 

4-20 percent 

Shortfall in thousands of barrels/day_ 

. 7.86 

9.80 

10.85 

67.47 

133.02 

Shortfall as percent of total demand_ 

. .32 

.37 

.87 

2.21 

4.23 
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Analyses were conducted to assess the po¬ 
tential for demand increases. Major sources 
of concern were the severity of the coining 
winter and the possibility of coal to oil 
switching by utilities, given the current un¬ 
certainty about coal supplies. In the case of 
the weather the coldest winter In the last 
100 years would only lead to an increase In 
total residual demand of about 4 percent. 
Feasible coal to oil switching Is very limited 
in the near term and the resultant increase 
In demand could be met by available fuel 
supplies. 


Figure I compares FEA’s residual fuel fore¬ 
cast with actual consumption during the 
first five months of 1974. The most recent 
published projection of supply, prepared by 
the Independent Petroleum Association of 
America, Is included to provide further con¬ 
firmation and verification. These compari¬ 
sons support the Judgment that adequate 
supplies will be available to meet the demand 
of the coming months. 

A detailed Technical Report documenting 
the supply and demand forecasts for residual 
fuels is available at the Public Affairs Office 
of FEA. 



API Estimate of Actual Consumption 
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Residual fuel oil supply and demand forecast 


Residual 

July 

August 

September 

October 

November 

December 

Yield-. 

Percent yield. 

Receipts.—. 

From inventory. 

Percent demand..-.--- 

Own thousands of barrels. 

Close thousands of barrels. 

776.3 

5.9 

2,100.0 

35.0 

35.0 

-573.7 

2,302.7 

2,309.5 

6.8 

0.3 

68.3 

86. i 

745.4 
5.9 

2,100.0 
35.0 
35.0 
-562.6 
2,282.8 
2,289.2 
6.4 
0.3 
86. 1 

103.5 

740.3 

5.9 
1,025.8 

35.0 

35.0 

700.6 

2,466.6 

2,470.5 

3.9 
0.2 

103.5 

82.5 

782.5 

6.1 

2,200.0 
35.0 
35.0 
-510.9 
2,471.5 
2,480.9 
9.4 
0.4 
82.5 
98.3 

781.0 

6.2 

2,200.0 

35.0 

35.0 

-19.9 

2.961.1 

2.967.1 
6.0 
0.2 

98.3 

98.9 

852.3 

6.7 

2,200.0 
35.0 
35.0 
139.0 
3,191.3 
3,205.9 

14.7 
0.5 

98.9 

94.6 

Residual fuel oil su pply and demand forecast {demand increased by 6 percent) 

Residual 

July 

August 

September 

October 

November 

December 

Yield.-.-.. 

Percent yield. 

Imports. 

Shipments-- 

Receipts.—. 

From inventory.. 

Supply--. 

Short.. .------.— 

Percent demand.... 

Open thousands of barrels. 

Close thousands of barrels- 

776.3 

5.9 

2,100.0 

46.4 

46.4 
-458.4 
2,417.9 
2,425.1 

7.2 

0.3 

68.3 

82.5 

745.2 

6.0 

2,100.0 

46.4 

46.4 
-448.8 
2,396.5 
2,403.2 

6.7 

0.3 

82.5 
96.4 

749.5 

5.9 

1,958.4 

46.4 

46.4 
-121.6 
2,586.3 
2,594.0 

7.8 

0.3 

96.4 
100.1 

832.8 

6.5 

2,200.0 
46.4 
46.4 
-437.7 
2,595.1 
2,60i, 9 
9.8 
0.4 
100.1 
113.6 

781.0 

6.2 

2,200.0 

46.4 

46.4 

122.2 

3.103.2 
3,115.1 
11.9 
0.4 
113.6 
110.0 

952.3 
6.7 

2.200.0 

46.4 
•46.4 

298.3 
3,350.5 
3.365.9 

15.4 
0.5 

110.0 

100.7 

Residual fuel oil supply and demand forecast (demand increased by 10 percent) 

Residual 

July 

August 

September 

October 

November 

December 

Yield.— 

Percent yield—.. 

Imports.—... 

Shipments. - 

Receipts. 

From inventory. 

Supply. 

Demand. - 

Short. 

Percent demand. 

Open thousands of barrels. 

Close thousands of barrels. 

808.8 

6.2 

2,100.0 

46.4 

46.4 

-376.7 

2, 532.1 

2.540.1 
7.9 
0.3 
68.3 
80.0 

738.3 
5.9 

2,100.0 
46.4 
46.4 
-327. 6 
2,510. 7 
2, 518.2 
7.5 
0.3 
80.0 
90.1 

787.7 

6.2 

2,100.0 

46.4 

46.4 
-178.3 
2,709.4 
2,718.0 

8.6 

0.3 

90.1 

95.5 

828.8 

6.6 

2,200.0 

46.4 

46.4 
-310.7 
2,718.1 
2,728.9 

10.8 

0.4 

95.5 
105.1 

793.5 

6.2 

2,200.0 
43. 1 

43.1 
256.3 

3,249.9 
3,263.1 

13.2 
0.4 

105.1 
97.4 

937.0 

7.4 

2.200.0 

46.4 

46.4 
371.8 

3,508.8 
3, 525.9 
17.1 
(15 

97.4 
85.9 


Residual fuel oil supply and demand forecast 
(<demand increased by 16 percent ) 


Residual July August September Octol>er November December 


Yield. 

Percent yield. 

Imports. 

Shipments.. 

Receipts. 

From inventory.... 

Supply. 

Demand... 

8hort... 

Percent demand. 

Open thousands of barrels_ 

Close thousands of barrels. 


816.0 

762.9 

795.7 

6.2 

6.2 

6.2 

2,100.0 

2,100.0 

2,100.0 

46.4 

46.4 

46.4 

46.4 

46.4 

46.4 

-318.1 

-288.2 

-116.9 

2,597.9 

2,574.7 

2,778.8 

2,656.1 

2,632.2 

2,841.0 

58.2 

57.5 

62.2 

2.2 

2.2 

2.2 

68.3 

78.2 

87.1 

78.2 

87.1 

90.6 


781.5 

866.2 

988.2 

6.3 

6.7 

7.8 

2,200.0 

2,200.0 

2,200.0 

46.4 

46.4 

46.4 

46.4 

40.4 

46.4 

-192.4 

269.1 

411.3 

2,789. 1 

3,335.3 

3.599.5 

2,852.9 

3.412.1 

3,685.9 

63.8 

76.7 

86.4 

2.2 

2.2 

2.3 

90.6 

96.6 

88.5 

96.6 

88.5 

75.7 


Residual fuel oil supply and demand forecast (demand increased by fO percent) 


Residual 


Yield...^ 

Percent yield.. ~ 

Imports. ’.’.'."***.**7. 

Shipments...._ 

Receipts. **" 

From inventory ' . - 

— - 

short.. .. i mini' 

Percent demand.. *****”7*'"* 
OtM'ii thousands oYbanois.™ 

Close thousands of barrels. ... 


July August September October November December 


868.3 

764.9 

6.2 

6.2 

2,100.0 

2,100.0 

46.4 

46.4 

46.4 

46.4 

-313.3 

-232.6 

2,654.9 

2,632.3 

2,771.1 

2,747.2 

116.2 

114.9 

4.2 

4.2 

68.3 

78.0 

78.0 

85.2 


836.3 

888.9 

6.5 

7.0 

2,100.0 

2,200.0 

39.7 

75.1 

39.7 

75.1 

—1*5.6 

-238.1 

2,840. 8 

2,850.8 

2,965.0 

2,970.9 

124.3 

126.1 

4.2 

4.2 

85.2 

88.1 

88.1 

95.5 


873.4 

997.7 

6.9 

7.9 

2,200.0 

2,200.0 

35.0 

207.0 

35.0 

207.0 

335.4 

483.8 

3,408.9 

3,681.5 

3,560.1 

3,846.9 

151.2 

105.4 

4.2 

4.3 

95.5 

85.4 

86.4 

70.4 


[FR Doc.74-15600 Filed 7-3-74:2:00 pm] 


Appendix B 

U.S. Envibonmental 

Protection Agency. 

Office of the Administrator, 
Washington, D.C., July 3,1974. 

Mr. John Sawhill, 

Administrator, 

Federal Energy Office, 

12th and Pennsylvania Avenue, 

Washington, D.C. 20461. 

Dear John: Thank you for your letter ot 
June 28. 1974. giving us the opportunity to 
comment on the proposed Federal Energy 
Administration regulations to exempt re¬ 
sidual fuel oil from the Mandatory Petroleum 
Allocation Regulations. EPA believes that the 
proposed 90 day exemption, under a con¬ 
tinuation of current market conditions, 
should have no unfavorable Impact on the 
quality of the environment either by reduc¬ 
ing the supply or by raising the price of low- 
sulfur residual fuel oil. 

However, without an allocation program, 
supplies of low sulfur oils could fall short of 
demand as a consequence of possible changes 
in current market conditions such as the 
possible coal strike later this year. Reduced 
coal supplies could quickly affect the supply 
of low-sulfur residual fuel oil required in 
certain East Coast areas to maintain ambient 
air quality standards. A coal shortfall could 
lower electric power production capacity in 
coal-fired plants. East Coast oil-fired plant3 
might then be called upon to deliver power 
to coal-fired systems. This would put an 
additional load on the low-sulfur residual 
fuel oil needs of many East Coast plants dur¬ 
ing the 1974-75 winter season. 

Low-sulfur fuel oU supplies are limited. 
Some 90% of the East Coast supplies 
are imported, mostly from offshore Caribbean 
refineries whose output is restricted by their 
desulfurization capacity and their ability 
to secure low-sulfur crude oil. 

An unusual demand for low-sulfur fuel 
oil. caused by a coal shortfall and in the 
absence of an allocation program, would also 
tend to exert an upward pressure on fuel oil 
prices, especially low-sulfur fuels. The cur¬ 
rent low-sulfur price premium of $2.25-$2.50 
per barrel over high-sulfur could widen even 
if the price regulations on fuel oils generally 
are maintained. Utilities, as during 1973-74, 
would seek variances from air quality stand¬ 
ards, some because of supply availability and 
some, perhaps, because of the widening price 
spread for low-sulfur fuels. 

Even without a coal supply cut, the avail¬ 
ability of low-sulfur fuel oils during the 
proposed 90-day allocation exemption period 
could be affected because of refinery desul¬ 
furization equipment failure or a reduction 
in the low-sulfur crude oil supply to the 
offshore Caribbean refineries. The iow-sulfur 
residual oil shortfall could be severe if either 
or both of these possibilities occurred simul¬ 
taneously with a coal supply reduction. The 
problems of matching low-sulfur fuel oil 
supplies with specific demands for environ¬ 
mental purposes would be more difficult 
without an FEA allocation program. 

To protect the quality of the environment 
during an emergency period that might occur 
while residual fuel oil is exempted from FEA 
allocation procedures sulfur and to insure 
that low-fuel oil could be made quickly 
available where needed to meet primary am¬ 
bient air quality standards we suggest that 
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you Incorporate the following changes Into 
your final regulations: 

1. FEA’s record-keeping and reporting re¬ 
quirements, which are to be retained for pos¬ 
sible reimposition of allocations, should be 
extended to Include the following Informa¬ 
tion : 

a. from Importers, traders and brokers (in¬ 
cluding utility end-users), data concerning 
the volume by sulfur content of each cargo 
imported as well as its port of origin and 
f.o.b. price; also the ultimate destination and 
delivered price if the Importer is not the end- 
user; 

b. from utilities, data concerning each 
utility’s inventories, by volume and sulfur 
content, its contracted shipments en route, 
with the port of origin and estimated date 
of arrival; 

c. from principal suppliers to the East 
Coast, data concerning each supplier’s U.8. 
and offshore Caribbean inventories (or quan¬ 
tities expected to be made available to the 
supplier from foreign sources) by volume 
and sulfur content. 


2. Middle distillates, "which remain under 
allocation, should be allocated for blending 
with high-sulfur fuel oil where necessary, 
if low-sulfur residual fuel supplies could 
not otherwise be made available in primary 
ambient air quality areas and If the middle 
distillates themselves are not deemed to be 
in short supply. 

3. FEA should consider the Imposition of 
allocations on low-suifur fuel oils if the 
availability of these products should pose 
major supply or economic problems for users 
in areas where such grades are required to 
maintain primary ambient air quality 
standards. 

I appreciate your consideration of EPA’s 
views on your proposed action to exempt 
residual fuel oil from allocation controls. We 
will be happy to provide further information 
on the points raised in tills letter. 

Sincerely yours, 

Bussell E. Train, 
Administrator. 


\ 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[ 40 CFR Part 52 ] 
CALIFORNIA 

Approval and Promulgation of State 
Implementation Plans; Correction 

In the Federal Register, page 23069 
of June 26. 1974, the conditional and 
partial approval of the California Air 
Pollution Emergency Contingency Plan 
was proposed. The closing date for re¬ 
ceipt of public comment under the pre¬ 
amble section on Public Participation 
was erroneously stated as July 1 , 1974 . 
The corrected sentence should read: “All 
comments regarding this proposed rule- 
making received on or before July 26, 
1974.” 

Paul De Falco, Jr, 
Regional Administrator , Envi¬ 
ronmental Protection Agency , 
Region IX. 

[FR Doc.74-16412 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 am) 
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department of the treasury 

Customs Service 

[TJD. 74-182 J 

FOREIGN CURRENCIES 
Certification of Rates 

June 10,1974. 

Rates of exchange certified to the 
Secretary of the Treasury by the Federal 
Reserve Bank of New York. 

The Federal Reserve Bank of New 
York, pursuant to section 552(c), Tariff 
Act of 1930, as amended (31 U.S.C. 372 
(c)), has certified the following rates of 
exchange which varied by 5 per centum 
or more from the quarterly rate pub¬ 
lished in Treasury Decision 74^-124 for 
the following country. Therefore, as to 
entries covering merchandise exported 
on the dates listed, whenever it is neces¬ 
sary for Customs purposes to convert 
such currency into currency of the 
United States, conversion shall be at the 
following daily rates: 

Austria schilling: 

June 10, 1074. $0. 0557 

[SEAL] R. N. MARRA, 

Director , 

Duty Assessment Division. 

[FR Doc.74-15390 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


Internal Revenue Service 

[Revocation Notice Order No. 140 (Rev. 2) J 

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER 
(STABILIZATION) 

Revocation of Delegation of Authority 

1. Delegation Order No. 140 (Rev. 2) 
delegated authority pursuant to Gost of 
Living Council Orders No. 37, Amend¬ 
ment 1 and Amendment 2 to the Assist¬ 
ant Commissioner (Stabilization), Re¬ 
gional Commissioners, Assistant Region¬ 
al Commissioners (Stabilization) and 
District Directors and also to the Key 
District Directors to exercise in and for 
the related Associate Districts. 

2. Since Executive Order 11781 termi¬ 
nates at midnight on June 30, 1974, 
Order No. 140 (Rev. 2 ), issued Febru- 

1.1974, Is hereby revoked as of July 1, 

*9 It, 

Effective: July l f 1974. 

^ted: June 26,1974. 

[seal] Donald C. Alexander, 
Commissioner . 
IFR Doc. 74-15329 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


[Revocation Notice Order No. 141] 

Revocation of Delegation of Authority 

1. Delegation Order No. 141 delegated 
authority pursuant to Cost of Living 
Council Orders No. 15, 15A, 15B, 15C. 
15D, 15E, 15F and 19 to the Assistant 
Commissioner (Stabilization), Regional 
Commissioners. Assistant Regional Com¬ 
missioners (Stabilization) and District 
Directors and also to the Key District Di¬ 
rectors to exercise in and for the related 
Associate Districts. 

2. Since Executive Order 11781 ter¬ 
minates at midnight on June 30, 1974, 
Order No. 141, Issued August 21, 1973, Is 
hereby revoked as of July 1, 1974. 

Effective: July 1,1974. 

Dated: June 26,1974. 

[seal] Donald C. Alexander, 

Commissioner . 

[FR Doc.74-15330 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


[Revocation Notice Order No. 142[ 

REGIONAL COMMISSIONER FOR 
STABILIZATION WORK 

Revocation of Delegation of Authority 

1. Delegation Order No. 142 granted 
authority to the Regional Commissioner 
for the North Atlantic Region to assign 
and/or transfer Economic Stabilization 
Program work including, but not lim¬ 
ited to, investigations, compliance mat¬ 
ters and administrative functions be¬ 
tween the Internal Revenue Service Dis¬ 
tricts of Brooklyn and Manhattan pursu¬ 
ant to Cost of Living Council Orders 
Numbers 15, 15A, 15B, 15C, 15D, 15E. 
15F, and 19. 

2. Since Executive Order 11781 ter¬ 
minates at midnight on June 30, 1974, 
Order No. 142, Issued October 26, 1973, 
is hereby revoked as of July 1,1974. 

Effective: July 1,1974. 

Dated: June 26.1974. 

[seal] Donald C. Alexander, 

Commissioner . 

[FR Doc.74-15331 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


(Revocation Notioe Order No. 146] 

Revocation of Delegation of Price 
Stabilization Authority 

1. Delegation Order No. 146 delegated 
authority pursuant to Treasury Depart¬ 
ment Order No. 150-84 to the Assistant 
Commissioner (Stabilization), Regional 


Commissioners, Assistant Regional Com¬ 
missioners (Stabilization) and District 
Directors and also to Key District Direc¬ 
tors to exercise in and for the related 
Associate Districts. 

2. Since Executive Order 11781 ter¬ 
minates at midnight on June 30, 1974, 
Order No. 146, issued February 14, 1974, 
is hereby revoked as of July 1, 1974. 

Effective: July 1,1974. 

Dated: June 26,1974. 

[seal] Donald C. Alexander, 

Commissioner. 

[FR Doc.74-15332 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am[ 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Department of the Navy 

COMMANDANT OF THE MARINE CORPS' 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON MARINE 

CORPS HISTORY 

Notice of Meetings 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 
92-463 (1972)), that the Commandant's 
Advisory Committee on Marine Corps 
History will hold open meetings on July 
23-26, 1974, in room 2206, Arlington An¬ 
nex, Columbia Pike, Arlington, Virginia. 
The meetings on each day will convene 
at 8:3C a.m. and adjourn at 4:00 p.m. 

The agenda topics will be development 
of priorities for major historical projects, 
actions to encourage the study of Ma¬ 
rine Corps history, and revision of the 
scope and content of current programs. 

Any person desiring information about 
the Advisory Committee may write to the 
Commandant of the Marine Corps (Code 
HD), Headquarters, TJ.S. Marine Corps, 
Washington, D.C. 20380. 

H. B. Robertson, Jr., 
Rear Admiral , JAGC , U.S. Navy , 
Acting Judge Advocate Gen¬ 
eral. 

June 27,1974. 

[FR Doc.74-15381 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

[DES 74-53] 

FEDERAL COAL LEASING PROGRAM 

Notice of Public Hearings for Draft Envi¬ 
ronmental Statement and Extension of 
Public Review Period 

Notice is hereby given that public 
hearings will be held at: 


No. 130—pt. i- 
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Salt Lake City, Utah..Aug. 12, 1974 

Billings. Montana_Aug. 14, 1974 

Casper, Wyoming. Aug. 16, 1974 

Denver, Colorado_Aug. 19, 1974 


The time of day and exact place of the 
hearings will be announced in a forth¬ 
coming Federal Register notice. The 
draft environmental statement for Fed¬ 
eral coal leasing was released for public 
review and comment on May 9, 1974. 
Copies of the statement were distributed 
to State governments, industry repre¬ 
sentatives, and conservation groups. A 
limited number of additional copies are 
available through the BLM State offices 
in Anchorage, Alaska; Phoenix, Arizona; 
Sacramento, California; Denver, Colo¬ 
rado; Boise, Idaho; Billings, Montana; 
Reno, Nevada; Santa Fe, New Mexico; 
Portland, Oregon; Salt Lake City, Utah; 
Cheyenne, Wyoming; or from the Bu¬ 
reau of Land Management (723), Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20240. 

The public hearings will be conducted 
by an Administrative Law Judge, U.S. 
Department of the Interior. Individuals 
wishing to testify may do so by appear¬ 
ing at a hearing place as previously spec¬ 
ified. Persons wishing to give testimony 
will be limited to ten minutes, with writ¬ 
ten submissions invited. Prior to giving 
testimony at the public hearings, in¬ 
dividuals or spokesmen are requested to 
complete a hearing registration form. 
Registration forms may be obtained by 
contacting Bureau of Land Management 
State Offices at: 

Federal Building, 325 South State, P.O. Box 
11505, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Federal Building & U.S. Courthouse, 316 N. 

26th Street. Billings, Montana 59101 
Joseph C. O'Mahoney Federal Center. 2120 
Capital Avenue, P.O. Box 1828, Cheyenne, 
Wyoming 82001 

Colorado State Bank Building, Room 700, 
1600 Broadway, Denver, Colorado 80202. 

Written comments relative to the De¬ 
partment of the Interior’s coal leasing 
program will be accepted through Au¬ 
gust 30, 1974. These submissions should 
be sent to the Director (720), Bureau of 
Land Management, 18th and C Streets 
NW, Washington, D.C. 20240. Earlier 
submissions are urged. 

George L. Turcott, 

Associate Director. 

Concur: June 28,1974. 

John C. Whitaker, 
Under Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR Doc.74-15386 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


Bureau of Land Management 

OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF OFFSHORE 
EAST TEXAS AND LOUISIANA 

Oil and Gas Lease Sale No. SI 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 14780 appearing at page 
24033 in the issue for Friday, June 28, 
1974, make the following correction. On 
page 24037 at the bottom of the first col¬ 
umn, the tract description for OCS Offi¬ 
cial Leasing Map, Grand Isle Area, 
Louisiana, Map No. 7 should read as set 
forth below. 


OCS OFFICIAL LEASING MAP, GRAND ISLE AREA, LOUISIANA 
MAP NO. 7 

(Approved June 8,1954) 


Tract 

No. 

Block 

Description 

Acreage 

81-225 ... 

33 

AU. 



Fish and Wildlife Service 
ENDANGERED SPECIES PERMIT 
Notice of Receipt of Application 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing application for a permit is deemed 
to have been received under section 10 
of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 
(Pub. L. 93-205). 

Applicant: 

California Alligator Farm 

7671 La Palma Avenue (Post Office Box 236) 

Buena Park, California 90620 

California Alligator Farm, 
Buena Park, Calif., May 6,1974. 
In re FSF/LE-ENF 7-02 ES Application 363 
Director, 

Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wild Life, 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

Dear Sir: The New Zealand government 
has agreed to supply us with a female 
Tuatara. Sphenodon punctatus as a mate 
for the male we now hold. 

We are now applying for an endangered 
wild life permit under section 17.23. 

The California Alligator Farm is privately 
owned by Francis Victor Earnest and, has 
been owned by the Earnest family since 
1908. 

Mr. Earnest's mailing address is: 

Mr. Francis Victor Earnest 
7671 La Palma Avenue 
Buena Park, California 90620 
Phone #522-2615 

Date of Birth, November 28. 1917 
Height, 6'3" 

Weight, 180 lbs. 

Hair, Brown 
Eyes. Hazel 
Sex, Male 

Enclosed find copy of letter from the New 
Zealand Department of Internal Affairs to 
satisfy section, 14.42. 

We submit the following information to 
satisfy section 17.23. 

1. Common name Tuatara. Sphenodon 
punctatus; one female. 

2. See copy of letter from the New Zea¬ 
land Department of Internal Affairs. 

3. We received in 1968, from the Depart¬ 
ment of Internal Affairs, a male Tuatara. 
He has been in excellent health and, is sexu¬ 
ally mature: therefore, we feel the oppor¬ 
tunity to propagate this unique species 
should not be wasted. 

4. The Tuatara will be held at the Cali¬ 
fornia Alligator Farm, 7671 La Palma Avenue, 
Buena Park, California. 

5. The Tuatara will be collected by the 
Department of Internal Affairs from Stephens 
Island late in 1974, or possible early 1975. 
The exact date rests with the New Zealand 
government. 

6. Not appropriate. 

7. (I) The Tuatara will be housed in an 
8 by 10 foot enclosure, the flooring will be 
#3 aquarium gravel, the walls are plaster, 
the viewing window measuring 30 inches by 
80 inches, the ceiling is equipped with a 
plastic sky light to permit natural sun light 
(the plastic sky light does not screen out 
ultra violet). As it is extremely important 
for a Tuatara to hide most of the day, ap¬ 
propriate tunnels will be provided. 

The entire area will be airconditioned and 
temperature will fluctuate from 65° to 70°. 


As it is possible that the Tuataras’ wm 
not be compatible the year round, the male's 
existing separate facilities will be retained 
This will also be useful in rearing the 
progeny. 

(II) Mr. Earnest was born and raised on 
the California Alligator Farm and has main¬ 
tained the farm since his father s death in 
1946 and, for the past twenty-eight years 
has participated in the care and manage¬ 
ment of a large and varied collection of rep. 
tiles. During this time we have had suc¬ 
cessful captive breeding of the following 
species: Nile crocodiles, American alli¬ 
gators. Central American caiman, Rhinoceros 
iquanas, California desert tortoises. Indian 
cobras. Formosan cobras, Western diamond- 
back rattlesnakes, Southern Pacific rattle- 
snakes, California kingsnakes, Desert gopher 
snakes. Great basin gopher snakes, Austra¬ 
lian snakeneck turtles, Andes, Bimini boas. 
Colorado desert sidewinders, Western 
massasauga. 

(III) Wc would of course cooperate in any 
breeding program and contribute to a stud 
book. 

(IV) The Tuatara will be shipped by air 
freight on a direct flight from Auckland. 
New Zealand to Los Angeles International 
airport. 

The Tuatara’s metabolism is such that It 
will not require food, nor water during the 
brief flight to Los Angeles. We will meet the 
flight and transport the animal directly to 
our facilities. 

At our facilities a wide variety of foods 
will be offered regularly including: live crick¬ 
ets. baby mice, small fish, meal worms, 
beetles, snails, and slugs. 

Water will be provided in a container 
large enough to bathe in and will be changed 
daily or more often as necessary. The Tuat&ra 
will not be handled or disturbed in any way 
other than is required for his own good 
health. 

An annual report will be sent to New 
Zealand in compliance to their wishes. 

I hereby certify that I have read and am 
familiar with the regulations contained in 
Title 60, Part 13, of the Code of Federal 
Regulations and the other applicable parts 
in Subchapter B of Chapter 1 of Title 50, 
and I further certify that the information 
submitted In this application for a permit 
is complete and accurate to the best of my 
knowledge and belief. I understand that any 
false statement hereon may subject me to 
the criminal penalties of 18 U.S.C. 1001. 

Sincerely 

Francis Victor Earnest. 

Director, 

California Alligator Farm . 

Documents and other information sub¬ 
mitted in connection with this applica¬ 
tion are available for public inspection 
during normal business hours at the Bu¬ 
reau’s office in Suite 600, 1612 K Street 
NW.. Washington, D.C. 

Interested persons may comment on 
this application by submitting written 
data, views, or arguments, preferably in 
triplicate, to the Director (FSF/LE). Bu¬ 
reau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 
Washington, D.C. 20240. All relevant 
comments received no later than Au¬ 
gust 5,1974 will be considered. 

Dated: June 28,1974. 

C. R. Bavin, 

Chief, Division of 

Law Enforcement. 

f FR Doc.74-15374 Filed 7-3-74; 8:45 ami 
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endangered species permit 

Notice of Receipt of Application 

Notice Is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing application for a permit is deemed 
to have been received under section 10 
of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 
(Pub. L. 93—205) • 

Applicant: 

Columbia Zoological Park 
Rivcrbanks Park Commission 
Post Office Box 1143 
Columbia, South Carolina 29202 

Columbia Zoological Park, 
Columbia, S.C.. April 22.1974. 


Mr. Marshall Stinnct, 

Law Enforcement Branch, U.S.D.I.. 

Suite 600. 

1612 K Street. N.W.. 

Washington, D.C. 20006. 

Dear Mb. Stinnet: We are requesting a 
permit to transport interstate two (2) male 
African Cheetahs, Acinonyx jubatus jubatus 
from Lion Country Safari, Arlington, Texas; 
to Columbia Zoological Park, Columbia, 
South Carolina. Below is the permit informa¬ 
tion required In Title 50—Wildlife and Fish¬ 
eries, Subpart C, 17.23. 

(1723a): 1. African Cheetah Acinonyx 

jubatus jubatus . 

2. N/A Animals are already in country. 

3. Animals will be brought to and main¬ 
tained at the Columbia Zoological Park on a 
breeding loan basis where they will be added 
to existing groups of Cheetahs to increase 
their propagation potential. (See attached 
copy of letter from Lion Country Safari, La¬ 
guna Hills. California.) They will also serve 
education by being available for viewing to 
the public 365 days a year and accompanied 
by special graphics concerning conservation, 
unique biological traits, prey selection, etc. 

4. Animals will be housed in a large 120 x 
100 foot grotto, with sides and rear of arti- 
flclol rock (gunlte) and separated from the 
public by a 26 foot moat. Backup facilities 
for nighttime and Inclement weather, and 
quarantine, are present in the rear, with 
thermostatically controlled heat and air con¬ 
ditioning units. Water Is available in a large 
pool outside or Inside watering containers. 
The outer exhibit is planted with appropriate 
trees and bushes to simulate their environ¬ 
ment and the animals wilt be kept at the 
Columbia Zoological Park; Hwy 1-126 at 
(keystone Blvd.. P.O. Box 1143, Columbia, 
South Carolina 29202. (For detailed descrip¬ 
tion of the Cheetah facilities at the Columbia 
Zoological Park, see our Approved Applica¬ 
tion Permit #ES-436.) 

5. The two (2) animals In question are 
already in the country, having been legally 
imported several years ago. 

6. N/A Animals are already in country. 

7. I—Iv N/A Animals will not have to be 
imported. 

(b) : 

1. N/a. 

2- N/A. 

(c) : 


wUl be no effect on the wil< 
population as the animals in question ar 
country. Since new data ha 
to light concerning captive breedin 
ThZ Importation Permit for fur 

mSL the transportation of these ani 

breeding loan can only lncreas 
at» anlm als In captivity, necessar 

lag to^v indie ***** populations are continu 

ls *° iucrease captive prop 
re<luce Potential of extinctior 

W) N/A. 


We would appreciate approval of this ap¬ 
plication for transportation of these animals 
as soon as possible. The animals would be 
flown from Arlington, Texas, to Atlanta, 
Georgia, and met by Animal Transports. Inc. 
(ICC #MC-136689) for movement to Colum¬ 
bia. 

If there are any questions regarding this 
application, feel free to call me at 
803/779-8717. 

Sincerely. 

Alan H. Shoemaker, 

Zoologist . 

Columbia Zoological Park 
Columbia, S.C., May 17,1974. 

The following certification is In compli¬ 
ance with Title 5; Wildlife and Fisheries, 
Subpart C; 17-23, and Is to be considered as 
an integral part of an addenda to our recently 
submitted transport request involving two 
(2/0) male adult African Cheetah ( Acinonyx 
jubatus jubatus ), submitted to the U.S. De¬ 
partment of the Interior on 22 April, 1974: 

I hereby certify that I have read and am 
familiar with the regulations contained in 
Title 50. Part 13 of the Code of Federal Reg¬ 
ulations and the other applicable parts in 
Subchapter B of Chapter I of Title 50, and 
I further certify that the information sub¬ 
mitted in this application for a permit is 
complete and accurate to the best of my 
knowledge and belief. I understand that 
any false statement herein may subject me to 
the criminal penalties of U.S.C.-1001. 

Alan H. Shoemaker. 

Zoologist. 

Documents and other information sub¬ 
mitted in connection with this applica¬ 
tion are available for public inspection 
during normal business hours at the 
Bureau's office in Suite 600, 1612 K 
Street, NW„ Washington, D.C. 

Interested persons may comment on 
this application by submitting written 
data, views, or arguments, preferably in 
triplicate, to the Director (FSF/LE), 
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 
Washington, D.C. 20240. All relevant 
comments received no later than Au¬ 
gust 5, 1974 will be considered. 

Dated: June 28. 1974. 

C. R. Bavin, 

Chief, Division of 
Law Enforcement . 

(FR Doc.74-15375 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


Geological Survey 

PRODUCTION MEASUREMENT AND 
COMMINGLING 

Notice of Proposed OCS Order No. 13, 
Gulf of Mexico Area 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to 30 CFR 250.11. 250.60, 250.61, and 
250.68, the Chief, Conservation Division, 
U.S. Geological Survey, proposes to ap¬ 
prove OCS Order No. 13 for the Gulf of 
Mexico Area as set forth below. 

The purpose of OCS Order No. 13 is to 
provide requirements respectively for oil 
and gas production measurement pro¬ 
cedures and for commingling where ap¬ 
plicable. The Order includes require¬ 
ments for liquids meter proving and gas 
meter calibration and for commingling 
of products from different leases. 


Interested persons may submit writ¬ 
ten comments, suggestions, and objec¬ 
tions concerning the proposed Order to 
the Director, U.S. Geological Survey. Na¬ 
tional Center, Mail Stop 101. 12201 Sun¬ 
rise Valley Drive, Reston, Virginia 22092, 
on or before September 3,1974. 

V. E. McKelvey, 

Director. 

Geological Survey, Conservation Division, 
Gulf of Mexico Area 

NOTICE TO LESSEES AND OPERATORS OF 

FEDERAL OIL AND GAS LEASES IN THE 

OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF, GULF OF 

MEXICO AREA 

OCS ORDER NO. 13 
Effective_ 

Production Measurement and Commingling 

This Order is established pursuant to the 
authority prescribed in 30 CFR 250.11 and in 
accordance with 30 CFR 250.60, 250.61. and 
250.68. 

Section 250.60 provides as follows: 

Measurement of oil. The lessee shall gauge 
and measure all production in accordance 
with methods approved by the Supervisor. 
The lessee shall provide tanks suitable for 
measuring accurately the crude oil produced 
from the lease (exact copies of 100 percent 
capacity tank tables to be furnished to the 
Supervisor) or may arrange with the Super¬ 
visor for other acceptable methods of meas¬ 
uring. storing, and recording production. The 
quantity and quality of all production shaU 
be determined in accordance with the stand¬ 
ard practices, procedures, and specifications 
generally used by the industry. 

Section 250.61 provides as follows: 

Measurement of gas. The lessee shall meas¬ 
ure all gas production in accordance with 
methods approved by the Supervisor, and 
the measured volumes shall be adjusted to 
the standard pressure base of 10 ounces above 
the atmospheric pressure of 14.4 pounds per 
square inch, a standard temperature of 60* 
Fahrenheit, and for deviation from Boyle’s 
law. If gas is being disposed of at a different 
pressure base, the Supervisor may require 
that gas volumes be adjusted to conform to 
such base. 

Section 250.68 provides as follows: 

Commingling production. 8ubject to such 
conditions as he may prescribe for measure¬ 
ment and allocation of production, the 
Supervisor may authorize the lessee to move 
production from the lease to a central point 
for purposes of treating, measuring, and 
storing, and In moving such production, the 
lessee may commingle the production from 
different wells, leases, pools, and fields, and 
with production of other operators. The cen¬ 
tral point may be on shore or at any other 
convenient place selected by lessee. 

The operator shall be responsible for com¬ 
pliance with the requirements of this Order 
in the installation and operation of all ter¬ 
minals or offshore sales points, including all 
facilities installed at measurement terminals 
or offshore sales points, whether or not oper¬ 
ated or owned by the operator. Any depar¬ 
tures from the requirements specified in this 
Order must be approved pursuant to 30 CFR 
250.12(b). 

1. Definition of Terms. As used In this 
Order, the following terms shall have the 
meanings indicated: 

A. Terminal. The onshore separation facili¬ 
ties, gas plants, or metering stations con¬ 
taining equipment used in storing, or used 
in measuring the volume, gravity, and BS&W. 
of the produced liquids transported by pipe¬ 
line or barge. 
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B. Offshore Sales Points. The facilities lo¬ 
cated on offshore structures, at which point 
the produced fluids are measured for sales 
by automatic custody transfer equipment, 
tank gauges, or sales orifice meters. 

2. Liquid Sales Meters. The following re¬ 
quirements shall apply to all sales meters lo¬ 
cated at terminals and offshore sales points. 
Operators of sales meters at terminals and 
offshore sales points shall comply with the 
requirements of subparagraphs A through D 
by the first day of the month following three 
months after the date of this Order. 

A. Equipment Requirements. Sales meter 
terminals or offshore sales points shall be 
equipped with the following components, 
which shall be compatible with respect to 
accuracy control and with systems to which 
they are connnected: 

(1) Positive Displacement Meter . True 
posltive-dlsplacement-type meters, tempera¬ 
ture-compensated. gravity-recording or grav¬ 
ity-compensated, with a nonreset totalizer 
to remain sealed while the meter is in service. 
The piping system shall be arranged to pre¬ 
vent reversal of flow of liquid through the 
meter. Meters subjected to pressure pulsation 
or surges shall be adequately protected by 
surge tanks, expansion chambers, or similar 
devices. No meter shall be subjected to shock 
pressures which are greater than its maxi¬ 
mum-rated working pressure. All meter in¬ 
stallations shall be designed to operate 
within the gravity range specified by the 
meter manufacturer. The pressure and flow 
rate through each meter shall be maintained 
within manufacturer’s maximum and mini¬ 
mum specifications for rated capacity. There 
shall be no bypasses around the meter. 

(2) Meter Prover. Calibrated meter prover, 
prover loop, or master meter. Calibration of 
the sales meter shall be witnessed only by 
purchaser (if different from the seller), 
USGS, or third party. 

(3) Sampler. Proportional-to-flow sam¬ 
pling device, with a sampling point immedi¬ 
ately upstream of the meters and down¬ 
stream of any diverter valve Installed up¬ 
stream of the meters. Samples shall be ob¬ 
tained in accordance with API Standard 2600. 
Part V. The sample container shall be vapor- 
tight, with a mixing device to permit com¬ 
plete mixing of the sample prior to removal 
from the container. The sampler probe shall 
extend into the center of the flow piping in 
a vertical run. The probe shall always be in 
a horizontal position. The composite sample 
accumulated in a run period, which is the 
basis of the gravity and BS&W measure¬ 
ments, must be representative of all crude 
oil delivered. 

(4) BS&W Monitor. A BS&W monitor in¬ 
stalled upstream of the meters and sampling 
device, designed to shut-down the pumps or 
to divert the liquid stream back to the treat¬ 
er vessels, water separation tanks, or bad-oil 
tank in the event excessive BS&W content is 
detected in the oil. A BS&W content greater 
than the monitor setting will not be accept¬ 
able. The BS&W monitor shall not be affected 
adversely by reasonable or expected varia¬ 
tions in supply voltage or frequency, or by 
variations of ambient temperatures. 

(5) Deaerator. A deaerator located up¬ 
stream of the meters. Such equipment shall 
in no case be of smaller rated maximum 
capacity than that of the pump or feed lines 
and shall provide complete air elimination. 

B. Gravity , BS&W, and Temperature Deter - 
minations. The volume of metered oil shall 
be corrected, using factors determined as 
follows: 

(1) API Gravity. The hydrometer method 
is the most suitable for determining the API 
gravity of crude petroleum. The testing pro¬ 
cedure shall be in accordance with API 
Standard 2544 and A STM Designation D287- 
67. 
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(2) BS&W . Determination of water and 
sediment in crude oils shall be in accordance 
with API Standard 2642 and ASTM Designa¬ 
tion D96-63. 

(3) Temperature. Determination of average 
temperature necessary to calculate the vol¬ 
umes at the standard temperature of 60* 
Fahrenheit shall be in accordance with API 
Standard 2543 and ASTM Designation 
D1086-64. 

C. Sales Meter Proving Requirement. The 
following meter proving procedures shall be 
followed by all operators of liquid sales 
meters: 

(1) Certification. Each mechanical dis¬ 
placement prover or prover tank by which 
the calibration can be traceable to test meas¬ 
ures which have been certified by the Na¬ 
tional Bureau of Standards. 

(2) Frequency. Each operating meter or 
master meter shall be proved every month 
within a tolerance of fifteen (15) days, or 
upon demand of the Supervisor. 

(3) Establishing Meter Factors . 

(a) Prover Tank. In establishing the meter 
factor with a prover tank, a minimum of 
five (5) runs must be made with consecu¬ 
tive runs having a tolerance of 0.0005, and 
an average of these five runs will be used for 
the meter factor. 

(b) Master Meter. A master meter must 
be a temperature-compensated meter. In 
establishing the operating meter factor with 
a master meter, the master meter shall first 
be operating within manufacturer's specifi¬ 
cations, calibrated with similar gravity crude 
and flow rate. A minimum of five (5) con¬ 
secutive runs with a prover tank or five 
(5) out of six (6) consecutive runs or round 
trips with a mechanical-displacement prover 
must be made within a tolerance of 0.0002 
to establish the master meter factor. In 
establishing the operating meter factor with 
the master meter, a minimum of 500 barrels 
will be run to establish the operating meter 
factor. The master metering Installation shall 
Include: 

(i) A back-pressure valve downstream of 
the meter. 

(il) A check valve to prohibit "back flow." 

(ill) A "tell tale" on the prover loop. 

(iv) A prover loop. 

(v) Gravity compensators. 

(c) Mechanical Displacement Meter. In 
establishing the operating meter factor with 
a mechanical-displacement prover, a mini¬ 
mum of five (5) out of six (6) consecutive 
runs for a unidirectional prover or round 
trips for a bidirectional prover shall be within 
a tolerance of 0.0005, and an average of these 
five runs will be used to compute the meter 
factor. 

(d) Preliminary Run. For any of the three 
methods of proving the operating meter 
(prover tank, master meter, or mechanical- 
displacement prover), a preliminary unre¬ 
corded run should be made to equalize tem¬ 
peratures, displace vapors or gases, and wet 
the interior of the prover, where necessary. 
If four consecutive prover runs are made 
without any two consecutive runs checking 
within the 0.0005 tolerance, the installation 
shall be inspected; and if inspection discloses 
mechanical defects, necessary repairs shall 
be made. 

(e) Fluid Compressibility. In calibrating 
meters with a mechanical-displacement 
prover, or master meter, or pressurized prover 
tank (volumetric provers). fluid compressi¬ 
bility shall be taken into account (API 
Standard 1101, Table II). This factor is 
referred to as Cpl. 

(f) Other Required Considerations. In cal¬ 
ibrating meters with a mechanical displace¬ 
ment prover or pressurized prover tank, the 
following correction factors shall be taken 
into account: 


(i) The change in power volume due to 
pressure in the steel pipe (API Standard 
2531, Table II). This correction factor is 
referred to as Cps and will always be unitv 
or greater. * 

(il) The change in volume of the test 
liquid with change in temperature is deter- 
mined from ASTM-D1250, Table 6, "Reduc- 
tlon of Volume to 60* against API gravity at 
60* F.," or expanded tables based on the 
same. This correction factor is referred to as 
Ctl. 

(Hi) The change in tank shell dimensions 
with change in temperature (API stand¬ 
ard 2531, Table I, App. B). This correction 
factor is referred to as Cts . 

(iv) ASTM Table D-1750-60T, or expanded 

tables based on same, may be used where ap¬ 
plicable. This table is a combined factor for 
temperature correction of liquid and steel 
(ASTM-D1250, Table 6. combined with a tem¬ 
perature factor for the cubical expansion oi 
mild steel). 

(g) Deviation and Meter Factor. A maxi- 
mum deviation of ±0.0025 in any factor ob¬ 
tained since a meter was last Inspected and 
repaired, or from original factor with a new 
meter, will be allowed without declaration of 
a malfunction. Any factor which exceeds this 
limit will be declared a malfunction factor. 
It shall be clearly indicated on the proving 
report when a malfunction factor has been 
obtained. If a malfunction factor occurs, 
the operator shall submit a Meter Adjustment 

Ticket (Form - ) to adjust the volume of 

oil run during the period ending with the 
malfunction factor. The factor obtained at 
the beginning of the run will be used on the 
current ticket in the meter printer. Copies of 
the Meter Adjustment Ticket will adjust 
the calculated run volume and eliminate the 
necessity of changing or adjusting the barrel 
figure shown on the meter totalizer. (See at¬ 
tached Meter Adjustment Ticket, Form.) 

(4) Meter Malfunction. After a malfunc¬ 
tion, an operating meter shall be repaired or 
adjusted, and recalibrated as required. The 
proving report must indicate the repairs or 
maintenance which were performed. The op¬ 
erator shall have a run ticket made within 
24 hours after proving any sales meter and 
shall submit copies of all such run tickets to 
the Area office within 7 days after completion. 

(5) Proving Report Forms. The attached 
Meter Proving Report (Form A) shall be used 
when proving meters using mechanical-dis¬ 
placement or master-meter-type provers. The 
attached Meter Proving Report (Form B) 
will be used when performing meter provings 
using prover tanks The operator shall submit 
a copy of the official proving record to the 
Area office within seven days after proving a 
meter. 

3. Sale Tanks. Operators of liquid sales 
tanks and facilities shall comply with the 
following : 

A. Equipment Requirements. To reduce 
evaporation losses, sales tank facilities shall 
be equipped with a pressure -vacuum thief 
hatch and vent-line valve, and diagonal* 
slotted downcomer type of fill line to mini¬ 
mize free fall and splashing. 

B. Calibration Chart. A complete set of 
calibration charts for each tank shall be sub¬ 
mitted to the Area office. Tank calibration 
shall be according to API Standard 2550 ana 
shall be performed by a third party. 

C. Gauging and Sampling. Gauging and 
sampling of storage tanks shall be perform 
according to API Standard 2545. "Method ** 
Gauging Petroleum and Petroleum 

and API Standard 2546. "Standard MeW» 
of Sampling Petroleum and Petroieu 
Products." 

D. Temperature Correction. The cIlftn ^ 
tank volume of the liquid with the change 
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temperature shall be determined from ASTM 
{Lunation D1250. Table 6, “Reduction of 
Mume to 60* against API gravity at 60* 
p •* or expanded tables based on the same. 
Reduction for BS&W shall be after making 
the correction for temperature. 

4 Allocation Afefers. Allocation meter fa¬ 
culties shall be equipped with the following 

components: 

fj Acceptable Meter. Positive-displace¬ 
ment meters, turbine meters, or other ac¬ 
ceptable measurement equipment. 

B Meter Prover. Calibrated meter prover 
for mechanical-displacement prover, master 
meter, or prover tank. 

C. Sampler . Equipment for continuous 
liquid sampling or periodic sampling by man¬ 
ual means, 

D. Monitor. BS&W monitor. 

5. Gas Measurement. The operator shall be 
responsible for compliance with the require¬ 
ments of this Order pertaining to all gas 
"royalty meters,” which shall be all sales 
orifice meters at their delivery points and 
all orifice meters used for allocation purposes. 

A. Standards for Measurement. The fol¬ 
lowing requirements shall apply to all gas 
"royalty meters”: 

(1) Equipment. The measuring equipment 
so installed shall conform to and shall be 
operated in accordance with the specifica¬ 
tions and the recommendations contained in 
the American Gas Association publication 
Orifice Metering of Natural Gas, Gas Meas¬ 
urement Committee Report No. 3, including 
the appendix as published April 1955, and in 
any amendments and revisions approved by 
the Committee. 


(2) Deliveries. The volume of gas delivered 
shall be in accordance with the specifications 
and the recommendations contained in said 
Gas Measurement Committee Report No. 3 
and in any amendments and revisions ap¬ 
proved by the Committee. 

B. Specifications for Measurement and 
Testing Equipment. The following require¬ 
ments shall apply to all gas “royalty meters”: 

(1) Sales Unit. For purposes of reporting 
or sales, the unit of the gas shall be one 
MCF of gas (1,000 cubic feet of gas). 

(2) Unit of Volume. For purposes of cal¬ 
culation, the unit of volume shall be one 
cubic foot of gas at a base temperature of 
60* Fahrenheit and at a base pressure of 
15.025 pounds per square inch absolute, with 
correction for deviation from Boyle’s law. 

(3) Pressure Base. For purposes of meas¬ 
urement and meter calibration, the atmos¬ 
pheric pressure shall be assumed to be con¬ 
stant at 14.7 pounds per square inch 
absolute. 


(4) Test Frequency. The accuracy of the 
measuring equipment at the point of de¬ 
livery or allocation shall be tested at rea¬ 
sonable intervals, not to exceed thirty-five 
(35) days. 

(5) Malfunction. If at any time the meas- 
ufing equipment is found to be out of serv¬ 
ice or registering inaccurately in any per¬ 
centage, it shall be adjusted to read ac* 
^ately, within the limits prescribed by the 
manufacturer. If the accuracy of the meas- 
wmg equipment is found to be within twe 
percent, previous readings of such equipment 

be considered correct in computing 
me deliveries of gas thereunder. If the ac- 
^®cy of the measuring equipment is found 
th J* , m ° re than two percent, registration! 

l hftU h® c °rrected for a period ex- 
orpi.S'^ *° the tlme 8ucb Inaccuracy 

if ^ sucl1 time is ascertainable, and 
the .,_ asce rtainable, then back one-half ol 
elapsed ®toce the lost date of call- 
™tion or as much as 18 days. If for any 


reason the measuring equipment is out of 
service or out of repair with the result that 
the quantity of gas delivered is not known, 
the volume of gas delivered through the 
period during which such equipment ia out 
of service or malfunctioning shall be esti¬ 
mated and agreed upon on the basis of the 
best data available, using one of the follow¬ 
ing methods in order of priority: 

C. Witnessing. The tests and calibrations 
made under B above shall be run and wit¬ 
nessed by two parties, normally the seller and 
buyer, but may be any combination or addi¬ 
tion to include an independent third party, 
or a representative of the Supervisor. 

D. Record Retention. The operator shall 
preserve or cause to be preserved all test 
data, meter reports, charts, or other similar 
records for a period of not less than one year. 
At any time within such period, the Super¬ 
visor may request such records and charts, 
subject to return within 20 days from receipt 
thereof. 

E. Record Submittal. Upon his request, one 
copy of the meter reports specified In D 
above shall be forwarded to the Supervisor. 
No special form is required, but all meter 
report forms shall Include the following In¬ 
formation where applicable: 

(1) Producer or Seller. 

(2) Purchaser. 

(3) OCS lease number or other Identify¬ 
ing designation. 

(4) Station or meter number. 

(5) Time and date of test. 

(6) Location. 

(7) Meter data (make, serial number, dif¬ 
ferential range, static range). 

(8) Type connections (flange or pipe). 

(9) Orifice data (“found” and “left” for 
line size and orifice size). 

(10) Zero data for differential and for 
static spring. 

(11) Calibration data (“found” and “left” 
for differential and for static), 

(12) Remarks. 

(13) Signature and affiliation of tester. 

(14) Signature and affiliation of witness. 

6. Commingling of Production. Commin¬ 
gling production of different ownership 
and/or from different leases prior to sales 
shall be subject to the approval of the Su¬ 
pervisor prior to the actual commingling. 
Unless otherwise established, the sales de¬ 
livery shall be considered on the lease and 
appropriate measurement shall be provided. 
Well production tests may be approved for 
allocation purposes. 

A. Applications. Applications for approval 
of a commingling procedure shall contain the 
following Information: 

(1) An accurate description of any meas¬ 
uring devices and samplers. Including sche¬ 
matics of the total system, and detailed 
sections. 

(2) A list of the leases and fields Involved. 

(3) The estimated amounts and types of 
production Involved. 

(4) Details of the allocation procedure. 

(5) Description of calibration equipment 
and intervals. 

(6) Sales contract, agreement for disposal, 
or posted price. 

B. Allocation Schedule. If production from 
more than one lease or owner is measured by 
the same sales meter, an allocation schedule 
of the monthly sales volume of commingled 
production shall be furnished to the Super¬ 
visor. The allocation schedule shall contain: 

(1) Total sales volume. 

(2) All storage volumes located upstream 
of the sales meter on the first and last day 
of the month. 

(3) Total lease production from actual 
allocation meter readings with appropriate 


corrections (if allocated by meter measure¬ 
ments) . 

(4) Total lease production calculated 
from required well tests (if allocated by well 
test). 

(6) Final allocation of actual sales to 
contributing leases. 

7. Automatic Custody Transfer. Automatic 
custody transfer shall be subject to approval 
of the Supervisor. 

A. Application. An application to the 
Supervisor for approval of the meter meas¬ 
urement and facilities shall include: 

(1) Flow schematic of the ACT unit show¬ 
ing and labeling all components. 

(2) Leases and fields Involved. 

(3) Estimated amounts and types of pro¬ 
duction involved. 

(4) Calibration documents for the prover. 

B. ACT Failure. Any ACT failures, such as 
electrical, meter, prover loop, or other failure 
(this does not Include malfunction as defined 
in subparagraph 2.C.(4) of this Order), 
which may require other methods of meas¬ 
urement shall be reported to the Supervisor 
within 24 hours. The Supervisor shall ap¬ 
prove other methods of measurement during 
the ACT failure period. A complete, detailed 
report shall be submitted to the Supervisor 
within 10 days. 

8. Terminal Safety and Pollution Control. 
The following requirements shall apply to all 
onshore sales terminals. Operators of exist¬ 
ing onshore sales terminals shall comply 
with these requirements within six months 
after the date of this Order. 

A. Shut-In Devices. Shut-in devices shall 
be Installed and maintained in an operating 
condition on the following equipment: 

(1) Pipelines. All oil pipelines delivering 
production to the sales facilities shall be 
equipped with an automatic shut-in valve 
connected to the facilities’ shut-in system. 

(2) Surge Tanks. Atmospheric surge tanks 
shall be equipped with a high-level shut-in 
sensor. 

(3) Separators. All separators shall be 
equipped with high/low-pressure shut-in 
sensors, low-level shut-in controls, and a re¬ 
lief valve. High-liquid-level control devices 
shall be installed when the vessel can dis¬ 
charge to a flare. 

(4) Pressure Vessels. All other hydro¬ 
carbon-handling pressure vessels shall be 
equipped with high/low-pressure shut-in 
controls and relief valves, unless determined 
to be otherwise protected. 

B. Fire Fighting System. A fire water sys¬ 
tem of rigid pipe with fire hose stations shall 
be installed and maintained in an operating 
condition in a manner necessary to provide 
needed protection in areas where produc¬ 
tion-handling equipment is located. 

C. Water Disposal. All water shall be dis¬ 
posed of In a manner approved by the appro¬ 
bate Federal or State regulatory agencies. A 
copy of this approval shall be filed with the 
Area office. If satisfactory regulations are not 
applicable, the Supervisor will determine the 
requirements for open pits. 

D. Accidents. Any accident causing fire, 
damage to equipment, serious injuries, or 
pollution shall be reported to the Supervisor 
within 24 hours. A complete, detailed report 
shall be submitted to the Supervisor within 
10 days. 

J. B. Lowenhaupt, 

Oil and Gas Supervisor, Production 
Cbntrol, Gulf of Mexico Area. 

Approved: 

Russell G. Wayland, 

Chief, Conservation Division 
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Total fxer Reading 
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/7Master Meter 
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liquid Data: 


Type of Fluid. 


^Gravity API^ 


Old Meter Factor? PSTG_of CPU on 
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1. Base Prover Vol. 

ftun'l 

Run 2 
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Run 4 


2 • Prover Temp. 

(Avg. Inlet & 

Outlet) ®F. 






3. Prover Pressure PSIG 






4 . Temp. Corr. 

tlowld Ctl 






5,factor 

Steel Cts 






6. Pressure Corr 

Factor 
(Steel) Cos 






7. Compressibility Factor 
(Liquid) Cpl (Table 

ii - non 






8. Combined Factor 
(4 x 5 x 6 x 7) 
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10. Rate of Flow 






It. Meter factor (9 ♦ 4) 
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Office of the Secretary 

OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF OIL AND 
GAS 

Proposals for Maximizing Production 

It is the intent of the Secretary of the 
Interior to achieve maximum efficient 
production from oil and gas wells and 
reservoirs on the Outer Continental Shelf 
(OCS), consistent with good operating 
practice and considering both current 
and future needs and the purpose of this 
announcement is to solicit comments and 
proposals that will help obtain this ob¬ 
jective. Involved are practices and regu¬ 
lations related to shut-in wells, suspen¬ 
sion of the lease production, maximum 
efficient rate of production, enhanced 
oil and gas recovery by pressure mainte¬ 
nance and secondary and tertiary 
methods, unitization, and reduction of 
royalty rates. Existing regulations, lease 
provisions, and practices relevant to this 
subject are set forth and discussed below. 

Shut-in Wells. Section 3(c)(2) of the 
OCS oil and gas lease form 3300-1 (Feb¬ 
ruary 1971) and Form 3380-1 (October 
1969) provides that it is the obligation 
of the lessee, and he agrees, that: 

After due notice in writing, to diligently 
drUl and produce such other wells as the 
Secretary may reasonably require in order 
that the leased area or any part thereof may 
be properly and timely developed and pro¬ 
duced in accordance with good operating 
practice. 

Prior lease forms provide: 

After due notice in writing, to drill and 
produce such other wells as the Secretary 
may reasonably require in order that the 
leased area or any part thereof may be 
properly and timely developed and pro¬ 
duced in accordance with good operating 
practice. 

Additionally, regulations in 43 CFR 
3307.3-2(a), applicable to leases main¬ 
tained under the provisions of section 6 
of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands 
Act, require that: 

After due notice in writing, the lessee 
shall drill and produce such wells as the 
Secretary may reasonably require in order 
that the leased area or any part thereof 
may be properly and timely developed and 
produced in accordance with good operating 
practice. 

The OCS operating regulations in 30 
CFR 250.33(b) also provide: 

The lessee shall promptly drill and pro¬ 
duce such other wells as the Supervisor may 
reasonably require in order that the lease 
may be properly and timely developed and 
produced In accordance with good operating 
practices. 

It is recognized that in the normal 
course of operations oil and gas wells 
are shut-in from time to time. Addition¬ 
ally, wells are shut-in pending the con¬ 
struction of production facilities and 
pipelines, because of pressure depletion, 
excessive production of water and sand, 
and mechanical problems. Reworking of 
wells in order to restore production is 
dependent on many factors, one of which 
is the expense of moving and utilizing 
a rig to conduct workover operations. 


Wells also remain shut-in when the dis¬ 
covered reserves are insufficient to 
warrant the cost of development and 
production. 

Records for March 1974 indicate that 
there are 10,050 oil and gas well com¬ 
pletions in the Gulf of Mexico OCS 
which are either producing or are await¬ 
ing permanent abandonment or well 
workover or other operations prior to 
commencement of production. Approxi¬ 
mately 40 percent (4120 of the total 
number of completions were shut-in. 
Experience indicates that about 80 per¬ 
cent of the shut-in well completions 
may eventually be abandoned without 
further production. These are well com¬ 
pletions which are in depleted reservoirs 
or formerly producing completions with 
mechanical or other problems which 
may require costly workover operations 
to return them to a producing status. 
The remaining 20 percent of the shut- 
in completions are expected to be placed 
on production when pipelines, platform 
work, and well w T orkover and other oper¬ 
ations are completed. 

Suspension of Lease Production. The 
OCS operating regulations provide: 

30 CFR 250.12(d)(1) Other suspensions. 
In addition to the provisions of section 12 
(c) and (d) of the act providing for sus¬ 
pension of operations and production, in 
the interest of conservation the Supervisor 
may direct or, at the request of a lessee, may 
approve the suspension of operations or 
production, or both, including the approval 
of suspension of production for (i) leases 
on which a well has been drilled and deter¬ 
mined by the Supervisor to be capable of 
being produced in paying quantities and 
thereafter temporarily abandoned or per¬ 
manently plugged and abandoned to facili¬ 
tate proper development of the lease, and 
(ii) leases on which a well has been drilled 
and determined by the Supervisor to be 
capable of being produced in paying quan¬ 
tities, but which cannot be produced be¬ 
cause of the lack of transportation facilities. 
Suspensions of operations or production, or 
both, may be approved for an initial period, 
not exceeding 2 years, and for succeeding 
periods, not exceeding 1 year each. 

The procedures and requirements for 
determining the capability of a well in 
the Gulf of Mexico to produce in paying 
quantities are set forth in OCS Order No. 
4 dated August 28,1969, as follows: 
Suspensions and Determination of Well 

PRODUCXBILTTT 

This Order Is established pursuant to the 
authority prescribed in 30 CFR 250.11 and 
in accordance with 30 CFR 250.12(d) (1). An 
OCS lease provides for extension beyond its 
primary term for as long as oil or gas may 
be produced from the lease in paying quan¬ 
tities. An OCS lease may be maintained be¬ 
yond the primary term, in the absence of 
actual production, when a suspension of op¬ 
erations or production, or both, has been 
approved. An application for suspension of 
production for an initial period should be 
submitted prior to the expiration of the 
term of a lease. The Supervisor may approve 
a suspension of production provided at least 
one well has been drilled on the lease and 
determined to be capable of being produced 
in paying quantities. The temporary or per¬ 
manent abandonment of a well will not pre¬ 
clude approval of a suspension of production 
as provided in 30 CFR 250.12(d)(1), Any 


departures from the requirements specified 
In this Order must be approved pursuant^ 
30 CFR 260.12(b). 10 

A well may be determined to be capable 
of producing in paying quantities when the 
requirements of either l or 2 below harl 
been met. 

1. Production Tests—A. Oil Wells. A pro¬ 
duction test of at least two hours duration 
following stabilization, is required. 

B. Gas Wells. A dellverabllity test of at 
least two hours duration, following stabiliza- 
tion, or a four-point back -pressure test is 
required. 

C. Witnessing and Results. All tests must 

be witnessed by an authorized representative 
of the Geological Survey. Test data accom¬ 
panied by operator's affidavit, or third-party 
test data, may be accepted in lieu of a wit¬ 
nessed test provided prior approval Is ob¬ 
tained from the appropriate district office 
The results of the witnessed or accepted 
test must Justify a determination that the 
well is capable of producing in pavin* 
quantities. * 

2. Production Capability. Information for 
determining producibility should be sub- 
mltted in time to permit one week far 
evaluation and determination. In cases of 
urgency, determinations may be conveyed 
orally. The following may be considered as 
acceptable evidence that a well is capable of 
producing in paying quantities: 

A. An induction-electric log of the well, 
clearly showing a minimum of 15 feet of 
producible sand in one section which does 
not Include any interval which appears to 
be water saturated. All of the section counted 
as producible must exhibit the following 
properties: 

(1) Electrical spontaneous potential ex¬ 
ceeding 20 negative millivolts beyond the 
shale base line. If mud conditions prevent 
a 20 negative millivolt reading beyond the 
shale base line, a gamma ray log deflection 
of at least 70 percent of the maximum gamma 
ray deflection in the nearest clean water 
bearing sand may be substituted. 

(2) A minimum true resistivity ratio of 
the producible section to the nearest clean 
water sand of at least 5:1, provided the pro¬ 
ducible section exhibits a minimum resis¬ 
tivity of 2.0 ohm-meters. 

(3) A porosity log indicating porosity in 
the producible section. 

B. Sidewall cores and core analysis which 
Indicates that the section is producible. 

C. A wire line formation test or evidence 
that an attempt was made to obtain such 
test. The test results must indicate that the 
section Is producible. 

D. All logs run must support other evi¬ 
dence that the section is producible. 

Records for March 1974 reveal that 
88 leases issued under the OCS Lands Act 
which contained one or more producible 
oil or gas wells were being maintained 
beyond the 5-year primary term under 
approved suspension of production. Revi¬ 
sion of the above regulation and OCS 
order to include more specific guidelines 
for approving suspensions of production 
with the goal of reducing the number of 
shut-in leases is under consideration. For 
greater public understanding and par¬ 
ticipation, the inclusion of provisions for 
disclosing for public information all ap¬ 
plications and approvals of production 
suspensions is also under consideration. 

Maximum efficient rate. By 
Register notice of December 5, 1970. re¬ 
strictions on production rates set by Sta 
agencies for OCS oil and gas wells wore 
removed. Limitations on production rai 
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now imposed only by the maximum 
Efficient rate (MER) of production from 
Soil or gas reservoir and by the well's 
ability to produce, consistent with good 
operating practice. OCS Order No 11, 
dated May 1. 1974, provides the mecha¬ 
nism to accomplish this. 

It is the policy of the Department of 
the Interior to maintain current oil and 
oas production from the OCS at the 
highest practicable and economic rate 
consistent with good engineering prac¬ 
tice and with due regard to safety, pol¬ 
lution prevention, and ultimate recovery. 

It is recognized that producing wells and 
reservoirs may be producing at less than 
the maximum efficient rate for various 
reasons including lack of pipeline and 
other production facilities. It is also rec¬ 
ognized that the OCS Lands Act requires 
the prevention of waste and the conser¬ 
vation of natural resources. This is inter¬ 
preted to include obtaining the greatest 
practicable ultimate recovery from oil 
and gas reservoirs! 

There are many factors that influence 
ultimate recovery. Reservoirs are often 
sensitive to the rate of production from 
that reservoir. For a reservoir that pro¬ 
duces due to the energy imparted by an 
aquifer, the greatest ultimate produc¬ 
tion from that reservoir would generally 
occur if the rate of hydrocarbon produc¬ 
tion did not exceed the rate of water 
influx from the aquifer. The rate of water 
influx though, in many cases, is ex¬ 
tremely low and, if production rates w r ere 
limited to the water Influx rate, the daily 
operating costs for the wells and facili¬ 
ties would greatly exceed the value of 
the daily production. This also would re¬ 
sult in the producing life of the field being 
extended many years, but would further 
reduce currently available supplies. Con¬ 
versely, producing wells above the maxi¬ 
mum efficient rate can result in prema¬ 
ture abandonment due to water coning, 
sand production or inefficient reservoir 
pressure dissipation. This would result 
in reduced ultimate recovery. Accord¬ 
ingly, it is clear that there is a trade-off 
between the current daily producing rate 
from a reservoir and ultimate recovery 
from that reservoir. Widespread in¬ 
creases in daily rates can only lead to 
decreased ultimate recovery. 

Enhanced oil and gas recovery. Para¬ 
graph 15 of OCS Order No. 11 of May 1, 
1974, provides: 

Enhanced OH and Gas Recovery Opera¬ 
tions. Operators shall timely Initiate en¬ 
hanced oil and gas recovery operations for 
Ml competitive and noncompetitive reservoirs 
where such operations would result in an 
Increased ultimate recovery of oil or gas 
under sound engineering and economic prin¬ 
ciples. a plan for such operations shall be 
submitted with the results of the annual 
HER review as required in paragraph 3A(3) 
of this Order. 

This provision provides a mechanism 
for requiring enhanced recovery efforts 
where technically and economically feas¬ 
ible. Two methods used to enhance re¬ 
covery in the Gulf of Mexico are attic 
arainage and pressure maintenance. The 
methods are not secondary recovery in 
the true sense. 


Attic drainage is applicable in higher 
dip reservoirs where the up-structure 
portion of the reservoir above the highest 
well is known to contain oil but the 
limits to indicate volumes are not known. 
To resolve this rather than drill an 
expensive well or wells, the operator in¬ 
jects gas into the reservoir and allows it 
to seek the upper limits. Then, the well 
is allowed to produce and the gas is used 
as the mechanism to remove the up- 
structure oil by forcing the oil dQWTi- 
structure to the producing wells. 

Pressure maintenance is employed in 
those reservoirs where a partial water 
drive is active but requires support in 
maintaining a reasonably high reservoir 
pressure. It is necessary in certain res¬ 
ervoirs to provide an improved sweep 
during primary depletion. The process 
may be to inject water into the lower 
depths of the reservoir or gas Into the 
upper dipths, or both respectively into 
the same reservoir if conditions and 
facilities are compatible. 

Unitization. Section 5 of OCS lease 
forms provides: 

Cooperative or Unit Plan. Lessee agrees 
that, within 30 days after demand by Lessor, 
Lessee will subscribe to and operate under 
such cooperative or unit plan for the de¬ 
velopment and operation of the area, field, 
or pool, or part thereof, embracing lands sub¬ 
ject to this lease as the Secretary may deter¬ 
mine to be practicable and necessary or ad¬ 
visable in the interest of conservation. Where 
any provision of a cooperative or unit plan 
of development which has been approved by 
the Secretary, and which by its terms affects 
the leased area or any part thereof, is in¬ 
consistent with a provision of this lease, 
the provision of such cooperative or unit 
plan shall govern. 

Paragraph 16 of OCS Order 11 of 
May 1. 1974, provides: 

Competitive Reservoir Operations . Develop¬ 
ment and production operations in a com¬ 
petitive reservoir may be required to be con¬ 
ducted under either pooling and drilling 
agreements or unitization agreements when 
the Conservation Manager determines, pur¬ 
suant to 30 CFR 250.50 and delegated au¬ 
thority. that such agreements are practicable 
and necessary or advisable and in the inter¬ 
est of conservation. 

Unitization is the practice of pooling 
oil and gas interests of diverse ownership. 
Through the process of unitization, the 
owners of oil and gas interests become the 
owners of undivided interests in the uni¬ 
tized area. Provision is made in the unit 
agreement for development and opera¬ 
tion by a single unit operator represent¬ 
ing all owners of operating rights in the 
unitized area. Records show that 112 unit 
plans comprising 260 leases w*ere in force 
on the OCS in 1973, accounting for 34 
percent of total offshore oil production 
and 24 percent of total gas production. 
Unitization protects the interest of each 
participating owner by allocating to him 
his just and equitable share of oil and 
gas from a common source of supply. It 
also protects each lessor (State or Fed¬ 
eral) since royalty payments are made on 
the basis of production allocated by 
agreement to his land. Unitization per¬ 
mits the selection of that combination of 


time-distribution of production and num¬ 
ber of wells that promise to maximize the 
net present value of the affected reser¬ 
voir at the time of decision. 

Questions which relate to unitization 
and efficient development and production 
are: 

(1) What measures might facilitate the 
formation of greater numbers of volun¬ 
tary units? (2) Would mandatory unit¬ 
ization under conditions specified in ad¬ 
vance of lease sales increase OCS pro¬ 
duction in the near term by increasing 
the efficiency of drilling rig utilization or 
increasing total production from individ¬ 
ual oil and gas reservoirs on the OCS? 

Royalty Rate Reduction. The follow¬ 
ing regulation provides the framework 
for reducing OCS lease royalty rates to 
promote development and to increase 
ultimate recovery: 

Reduction of rental and royalty. In order 
to Increase the ultimate recovery of minerals 
and in the Interest of conservation the Di¬ 
rector of the Geological Survey whenever he 
determines It necessary to promote develop¬ 
ment or finds that a lea c e cannot be success¬ 
fully operated under the terms provided 
therein, may reduce the rental, minimum 
royalty, or royalty on the entire leasehold, or 
on any deposit, tract, or portion thereof segre¬ 
gated for royalty puroopes. An application for 
any of the above relief shall be filed in tripli¬ 
cate with the Director of the Geological Sur¬ 
vey. It must contain the serial number of the 
lease: the name of the record title holder; & 
description of the area included In the lease; 
the number, location, and status of each well 
that has been drilled; a tabulated statement 
for each month, covering a period of not less 
than 6 months prior to the date of filing 
the application, of the aggregate amount of 
minerals subject to royalty computed in ac¬ 
cordance with the lease and applicable regu¬ 
lations. Every application must also contain 
a detailed statement of expenses and costs of 
operating the entire lease and of the income 
from the sale of any leased products, and all 
facts tending to show whether the wells or 
workings can be successfully operated upon, 
the rental or royalty fixed in the lease. Where 
the application Is for a reduction of royalty, 
full information shall be furnished as to 
whether royalties or payments out of produc¬ 
tion are paid to others than the United 
States, the amounts so paid, and efforts made 
to reduce them. The applicant must also file 
agreements of the holders of the lease and 
of royalty holders to a permanent reduction 
of all other royalties from the leasehold to an 
aggregate not In excess of one-half the Gov¬ 
ernment royalties. 

No applications have been filed under 
this regulation to reduce OSC lease roy¬ 
alty rates. Such reductions, however, 
where warranted, may provide the nec¬ 
essary economic incentive to increase 
ultimate recovery by development and 
production of marginal reservoirs, by 
continuing production where the eco¬ 
nomic limit has been reached in devel¬ 
oped reservoirs, and by applying en¬ 
hanced recovery techniques. 

Comments and suggestions. The De¬ 
partment is considering the formulation 
of new incentives, procedures, or the 
promulgation of rules in the form of new 
or revised regulations or OCS Orders to 
achieve maximum efficient OCS produc¬ 
tion. Comments and suggestions are so¬ 
licited as to the content of such proposed 
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rules or procedures or for new incentives, 
including suggestions not related to any 
of the topics discussed above, to achieve 
these goals. Comments and suggestions 
should be submitted on or before Au¬ 
gust 12, 1974, to the Director. U.S. Geo¬ 
logical Survey, National Center, Mail 
Stop 101, 12201 Sunrise Valley Drive, 
Reston, Virginia 22092. 


John C. Whitaker, 
Under Secretary of the Interior. 

June 28, 1974. 

(FR Doc.74-15385 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 amj 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Commodity Credit Corporation 

SALES OF CERTAIN COMMODITIES 

Monthly Sales List (Fiscal Year Ending 
June 30, 1975) 

This Monthly Sales List for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1975, is issued pur¬ 
suant to the policy of the Commodity 
Credit Corporation issued on October 12, 
1954, and published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister of October 16, 1954 (19 FR 6669), 
and amended on January 31. 1970 (35 FR 
1273), and on June 3, 1970 (35 FR 107). 
This Monthly Sales List is effective with 
respect to Commodity Credit Corporation 
(CCC) commodity holdings, which are 
available for sale, beginning at 2:30 p.m., 
e.d.t. on June 28. 1974. Sales price transi¬ 
tions between successive months will be 
made at 2:30 p.m. (Washington, D.C.), 
on the last CCC business day of each 
monthly unless otherwise specified. 

This Monthly Sales List reflects sales 
policy for the beginning month of the 
period covered by the list. This Monthly 
Sales List also projects the beginning 
sales policy as far as possible into the 
balance of the fiscal year by setting 
forth prices that will prevail in subse¬ 
quent months if the beginning sales 
policy remains unchanged. The inclusion 
of projected prices for subsequent 
months is intended to minimize the re¬ 
petitive publication of price information 
and shall not be construed as an annual 
sales policy commitment by CCC. This 
Monthly Sales List will be amended in 
the Federal Register from time to time 
during the fiscal year to reflect intra¬ 
month and cnd-of-month changes. 

Tills Monthly Sales List sets forth the 
commodities available for sale, informa¬ 
tion concerning financing, and the pric¬ 
ing basis on which sales will be made, and 
sources from which further information 
concerning matters described in this 
paragraph may be obtained. This list is 
issued for the purpose of public informa¬ 
tion and does not constitute an offer to 
sell by CCC or an invitation for offers 
to purchase from CCC. 

1. General, (a) CCC will entertain of¬ 
fers from responsible buyers for the pur¬ 
chase of any commodity in this Monthly 
Sales List. Offers accepted by CCC will 
be subject to the terms and conditions 
prescribed by CCC. With certain excep¬ 
tions such terms and conditions appear in 
published regulations and in pamphlets 
which are designated as announcements, 


The identity of such announcements are 
with certain exceptions, stated in this 
Monthly Sales List. The announcements 
may be obtained from the sources de¬ 
scribed herein. 

(b) CCC reserves the right to refuse 
to consider an offer if CCC does not have 
adequate information of financial re¬ 
sponsibility of the offeror to meet con¬ 
tract obligations of the type contem¬ 
plated under the prospective contract. 
If a prospective offeror is in doubt as 
to whether CCC has adequate informa¬ 
tion with respect to his financial re¬ 
sponsibility, he should either submit a 
financial statement to the office named 
to receive offers in the appropriate an¬ 
nouncement or invitation prior to mak¬ 
ing an offer or communicate with such 
office to determine whether such a state¬ 
ment is desired in his case. When satis¬ 
factory financial responsibility has not 
been established, CCC reserves the right 
to consider an offer only on submission 
by offeror of a certified or cashier’s 
check, a bid bond, or other security, ac¬ 
ceptable to CCC, assuring that if the 
offer is accepted, the offeror will comply 
with any provisions of the contract with 
respect to payment for the commodity 
and the furnishing of a performance 
bond or other security acceptable to 
CCC. Interest at 12 V 2 percent wifi be 
charged for delinquent payments on con¬ 
signment and track grain sales from the 
date of sale to the date payment is 
received. 

(c) Prices on deferred delivery sales 
of grain at origin locations wifi be in 
accordance with the CCC Monthly Sales 
List in effect at the time of sale with 
interest beginning for the account of the 
buyer the day after the date of sale. 
Such sales made on an in-store delivery 
basis will require storage to begin for 
the account of the buyer 10 days after 
the date of sale. Such sales made on an 
FOB origin basis will require storage for 
the account of the buyer beginning on 
the day after the date of sale. Storage 
charges wifi be in accordance with Uni¬ 
form Grain Storage Agreement rates. 
Interest to date of payment will be at 
12*4 percent. No cash advance will be 
required from responsible buyers, but 
buyers will be required to furnish CCC 
an irrevocable letter of credit covering 
the purchase price plus estimated stor¬ 
age and interest to the end of the de¬ 
livery period. Specific terms for to-arrive 
sales will be enumerated with separate 
announcements. 

(d) Financial coverage for commodi¬ 
ties purchased shall be furnished before 
delivery, in cash or by irrevocable letter 
of credit. Corn, oats, barley, grain sor¬ 
ghum, wheat or rye, as determined by 
CCC will be sold for unrestricted use for 
‘‘Dealers’ Certificates” issued under the 
livestock feed program. Grain delivered 
against such certificates will be sold at 
the applicable current market price. 

(e) CCC reserves the right to deter¬ 
mine the class, grade, quality, and avail¬ 
able quantity of commodities listed for 
sale. 


(f) Nonstorable commodities wifi h* 
sold at not less than market price 
2. Export commodities. On sales for 
export, the buyer shall be regularly en 
gaged in the business of buying or selling 
commodities and for this purpose shall 
maintain a bona fide business office in 
the United States, its territories or po* 
sessions and have a person, principal 
or resident agent upon which service of 
judicial process may be had. 

Prospective buyers for export should 
note that, generally sales to U.S Gov¬ 
ernment agencies, with minor exceptions 
will constitute sales for domestic un¬ 
restricted use of the commodity 
CCC reserves the right, before making 
any sales, to define or limit export areas 
Exports to certain countries are regu¬ 
lated by the U.S. Department of Com¬ 
merce. These restrictions also apply to 
any commodities purchased from CCC 
whether sold for restricted or unre¬ 
stricted use. Countries and commodities 
are specifically listed in the U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of Commerce export control regu¬ 
lations. Additional information is avail¬ 
able from the Bureau of International 
Commerce or from the field offices of 
the Department of Commerce. 

In the case of export sales, the buyer is 
responsible for obtaining any required 
U.S. Government export permit or li¬ 
cense. Purchase from CCC shall not con¬ 
stitute any assurance that any such per¬ 
mit or license will be granted by the is¬ 
suing authority. 

Although a commodity may not be 
specifically listed for export sale, CCC re¬ 
serves the right to make emergency sales 
of its stocks for export if unexpected 
trade opportunities to ports is disrupted 
or impeded and the maintenance of U S. 
exports is temporarily jeopardized. Spe¬ 
cific offering terms, including the ap¬ 
plicable export announcement to be used, 
will be provided interested parties 
through special sales announcehients and 
by amendments to the CCC Monthly 
Sales List. 

3. Odd lot quantities. Disposals and 
other handling of inventory items often 
result in small quantities at given loca¬ 
tions or in qualities not up to specifica¬ 
tions. These lots are offered by the ap¬ 
propriate ASCS office promptly upon ap¬ 
pearance and, therefore, generally they 
do not appear in the monthly sales list. 

4. Definitions. The following terms as 
used in this monthly sales list shall have 
the following meanings unless otherwise 
specifically stated: 

(a) “Market price” means market 
price as determined by CCC. 

(b) “Transit value” means transit 
value as determined by CCC. 

(c) “Sales for unrestricted use and 
unrestricted sales” means sales which 
permit either domestic or export use. 

(d) “Sales, for export and export 
sales” means sales which require export 
of a commodity. 

(e) “Designated terminals” are listed 
in grain price support regulations. 

(f) “Export market price” means a 
price as determined by CCC and gener¬ 
ally reflects the price at which com¬ 
modities are being sold for export. 
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5 Barter eligibility list. Stocks of 
tobacco, under CCC loan, are available 
for new and existing barter contracts. 

6_ 10 . ( Reserved ) 

11 Wheat—Unrestricted Use Sales — 
Bulk-Storable— Basis Grade 1 In-Store, 
rhe minimum price is the market price 
but not less than the formula price. 

(1) At designated terminals the for¬ 
mula price for the predominant class of 
wheat is the 1974 county loan rate where 
stored plus the monthly markup shown 
in this section plus the transit value or 
4 cents per bushel whichever is higher. 
Adjustments for other classes will be 
established when necessary by CCC. 

(2) Outside of designated terminal 
markets, the formula price is the 1974 
county loan rate where stored plus the 
monthly markup shown in this section 
plus transit value, if any. 

(3) Loan differentials will be applied 
in determining the formula price of other 
qualities at all locations. 

Monthly Markups in Cents Per Bushel 


1974 

July - 27 

August.— 27 

September-27 

October_ 27 

November- 29 

December _- 31 


1975 


January-- 33 

February- *35 

March- 37 

April. 39 

May__ 39 

June_ 39 


12. (Reserved > 

13. Com —Unrestricted Use Sales — 
Bulk-Storable—Basis Grade 2 Yellow 
Com IS.1-1SJ Percent Moisture — In- 
Store. The minimum price will be the 
market price but not less than the for¬ 
mula price. The formula price is the 
1973 county loan rate where stored plus 
the monthly markup shown in this sec¬ 
tion plus transit value, if any. 

Monthly Markups—Cents Per Bushel 


1974: 

July __ 35 

August___ 35 

September _*_ 35 


Loan differentials will be applied in 
determining the formula price of other 
grades or qualities. 

14-16. ( Reserved ) 

17. Grain Sorghum—Unrestricted Use 
Sales (Bulk-Storable—Basis Grade 2 or 
Better In-Store ). The minimum price is 
the market price but not less than the 
formula price. 

At designated terminals the formula 
price is the 1973 county loan rate where 
stored plus the monthly markup shown in 
this section plus 7 cents per hundred¬ 
weight or the transit value, whichever is 
higher. 


Outside of designated terminals the 
formula price is the county loan rate 
where stored plus the monthly markup 
shown in this section plus the transit 
value, if any. 

Loan differentials will be applied in 
determining the formula price of other 
grades and qualities. 

Horthly Markups—Cents Per Hundred- 


July_ 

August .1 
September 


6014 

eoy 2 

« 0 % 


18. (Reserved) 

19. Bariev—Unrestricted Use Sales 
(Bulk-Storable—Basis Grade 2 In- 
Store) . The minimum price is the market 
price but not less than the formula 
price. 

At designated terminals the formula 
price is the 1974 county loan rate where 
stored plus the monthly markup shown 
in this section plus 4 cents per bushel 
or the transit value, whichever Is higher. 

Outside of designated terminals, the 
formula price is the 1974 county loan 
rate where stored plus the monthly 
markup shown in this section plus the 
transit value. If any. 

Loan differentials will bb applied in 
determining the formula price of vari¬ 
ous classes and qualities. 

Monthly Markups—Cents Per Bushel 


1974 


July ..- - 

20 

August- 

20 

September_ 

20 

October _ 

20 

November__ 

22 

December. 

24 


1975 

January_ 26 

February- 28 

March_ 30 

AprU_ 33 

May_ 32 

June- 32 


20. ( Reserved ) 

21. Oats—Unrestricted Use Sales 
(Bulk-Storable—Basis Grade 3 In- 
Store) . The minimum price is the market 
price but not less than the formula price 
which is the 1974 base loan rate where 
stored plus the monthly markup shown in 
this section plus transit value, if any. 
Loan differentials will be applied in de¬ 
termining the formula price of other 
grades and qualities. 


Monthly Markups—Cents Per Bushel 


1974 

July_ 1314 

August- 13*4 

September— 1314 

October_ 13*4 

November_ 15 

December_ 16*4 


1975 

January_ 18 

February- 19 *4 

March- 21 

AprU_ 22*4 

May_ 22*4 

June_ 2214 


22. (Reserved) 

23. Rye—Unrestricted Use Sales (Bulk- 
Storable —Basis Grade 2 In-Store). The 
minimum price is the market price but 
not less than the formula price. 

At designated terminals the formula 
price is the 1974 base loan rate where 
stored plus the monthly markup shown 
in this section plus 4 cents per bushel or 
the transit value, whichever is higher. 
The formula price for rye stored outside 
of designated terminals is the 1974 base 
loan rate where stored plus the monthly 
markup shown in this section plus the 
transit value. If any. Loan differentials 
will be applied in determining the for¬ 
mula price of other qualities. 

Monthly Markups—Cents Per Bushel 


1974 


1975 


July.. 

20 

January- 

26 

August- 

20 

February _ 

28 

September- 

20 

March_ 

30 

October - 

20 

April_ 

32 

November - 

22 

May.. 

32 

December- 

24 

June_ 

32 


24. < Reserved) 

25. Rice , Rough—Unrestricted Use 
Sales — F.O.B. Warehouse. The mini¬ 


mum price is the market price but not 
less than the formula price. The formula 
price for July 1974 is the 1973 loan rate 
plus 5 percent plus 69 cents per hundred¬ 
weight. Basis of sale is f.o.b. warehouse 
as is, or at buyers option, basis outturn 
weights and grades with privilege of re¬ 
jecting individual cars which are more 
than one grade below the listed grade or 
contain more than 1 percent smut in ex¬ 
cess of the listed percentage. 

26-46. [Rcservedl 

USD A Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service Offices 

Sales Offices: Addresses, Telephone and 
sales areas. 

Prairie Village ASCS Commodity Office— 
2400 West 75th Street (P.O. Box 8377). Shaw¬ 
nee Mission. Kansas C6208: Telephone: Area 
Code 816, 926-6421. Feed grains, wheat, rye 
and oilseeds are sold by the Commodity Office 
and Branch offices as listed below. Cotton, 
rice, dry edible beans, honey and tung oil 
are sold only by the Commodity Office. 

Domestic and Export Sales —Alaska. Ari¬ 
zona, Colorado. Florida. Georgia, Hawaii. 
Iowa, Kansas, Louisiana, Missouri, Nebraska. 
Nevada, New Mexico, North Carolina, South. 
Carolina, Tennessee, and Wyoming. 

Domestic Sales Only —Alabama, Califor¬ 
nia, and Mississippi. 

Export Only —Connecticut, Delaware. Illi¬ 
nois, Indiana. Iowa. Kentucky, Maine. Mary¬ 
land, Massachusetts. Michigan, New Hamp¬ 
shire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Penn¬ 
sylvania, Rhode Island, Virginia, Vermont, 
and West Virginia. 

Branch Office— Chicago ASCS Branch Of¬ 
fice. 226 W. Jackson Blvd., Room 106. Chicago. 
Illinois 60604, Telephone: Area Code 312, 353- 
6581. 

Domestic Sales Only —Connecticut. Dela¬ 
ware, Illinois, Indiana. Kentucky, Maine. 
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York. Ohio. 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Virginia, Ver¬ 
mont, and West Virginia. 

Branch Office —Minneapolis ASCS Branch 
Office. 310 Grain Exchange Bldg., Minneap¬ 
olis, Minnesota 55415, Telephone: Area Code 
612.725-2051. 

Domestic and Export Sales— Minnesota. 
Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, and 
Wisconsin. 

Branch Office —Portland ASCS Branch Of¬ 
fice. 921 S.W. Washington St.. Room 256 Pit- 
tock Block, Portland. Oregon 97205. Tele¬ 
phone: Area Code 603, 221-2716. 

Domestic and Export Sales —Idaho, Oregon. 
Utah, and Washington. 

Export Sales Only —California. 

Branch Office —Houston ASCS Branch Of¬ 
fice, 2320 LaBr&nch, Houston, Texas 77004. 
Telephone: Area Code 713. 226-5871. 

Domestic and Export Sales —Arkansas, 
Louisiana, Oklahoma, and Texas. 

Export Sales Only —Alabama, and Missis¬ 
sippi. 

Processed Commodities Office —(All 
States): Minneapolis ASCS Commodity Of¬ 
fice. 6400 Prance Ave. South, Minneapolis, 
Minnesota 55435 Telephone: Area Code 612, 
725-3200. 

Authority: Issued under Sec. 4, 62 Stat. 
1070. as amended: 15 UB.C. 714b. Interpret or 
apply Sec. 407, 63 Stat. 1055, as amended; 7 
UJB.C. 1427; Sec. 301, 79 Stat. 1188. as amend¬ 
ed: 7U.S.C. 1441 (note). 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on June 
26.1974. 

Glenn A. Weir, 
Acting Executive Vice President. 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 

(FR Doc.74-15406 Piled 7-3-74;8:45 am] 
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Forest Service 

OFF ROAD VEHICLE POLICY; HOOSIER 
NATIONAL FOREST 

Notice of Availability of Final 
Environmental Statement 

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Forest Service, Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a final envi¬ 
ronmental statement for the Hoosier Na¬ 
tional Forest Off-Road Vehicle Policy, 
USDA-FS-R9-FES-( Adm) -73-51. 

The environmental statement concerns 
a proposed policy to permit and regulate 
the use of off-road motor vehicles on the 
Hoosier National Forest in southern 
Indiana. 

This final environmental statement 
was transmitted to CEQ on June 28, 1974. 

Copies are available for inspection dur¬ 
ing regular working hours at the follow¬ 
ing locations: 

USD A, Forest 8ervice 

South Agriculture Bldg., Room 3230 

12th St. & Independence Ave., S.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20250 

USD A. Forest Service, Eastern Region 

633 West Wisconsin Avenue 

Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53203 

USDA, Forest Service 

Wayne-Hoosler National Forests 

1615 J Street 

Bedford, Indiana 47421 

A limited number of single copies are 
available upon request to the Forest 
Supervisor, Wayne-Hoosier National 
Forests, 1615 J Street, Bedford, Indiana 
47421. 

Copies of the environmental statement 
have been sent to various Federal. State, 
and local agencies as outlined in the 
CEQ guidelines. 

Thomas P. Lennon, 
Acting Director ; Programming 
and Land Use Planning , East¬ 
ern Region. 

June 28,1974. 

|FR Doc.74-15380 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 am | 


TIMBER MANAGEMENT PLAN AND RE¬ 
LATED HARVEST AND ROAD PROGRAM 
Notice of Availability of Draft 
Environmental Statement 

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Forest Service. Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a draft en¬ 
vironmental statement for the Timber 
Management Plan and Related Harvest 
and Road Program, Forest Service Re¬ 
port Number USDA-FS-DES (Adm) Rl- 
74-18. 

The environmental statement con¬ 
cerns a proposed adjustment of the 
Timber Management Plan and the access 
road program that will serve manage¬ 
ment and harvest of timber on the Clear¬ 
water Working Circle, Clearwater Na¬ 
tional Forest, Idaho. 

This draft environmental statement 
was filed with CEQ on June 27, 1974. 


Copies are available for inspection dur¬ 
ing regular working hours at the follow¬ 
ing locations: 

USDA Forest Service 

South Agriculture Bldg., Room 3231 

12th St. & Independence Ave., SW 

Washington, DC 20250 

USDA Forest Service 

Northern Region 

Federal Building 

Missoula. MT 59801 

USDA Forest Service 

Clearwater National Forest 

Rt. 3 Ahsahka Road 

Orofl.no, ID 83544 

A limited number of single copies are 
available upon request to Forest Supervi¬ 
sor Kenneth P. Norman, Clearwater 
National Forest, Rt. 3, Ahsahka Road. 
Orofino. ID 83544. 

Copies of the environmental statement 
have been sent to various Federal, state, 
and local agencies as outlined in the CEQ 
guidelines. 

Comments are invited from the public, 
and from the state and local agencies 
which are authorized to develop and en¬ 
force environmental standards, and from 
Federal agencies having jurisdiction by 
law or special expertise with respect to 
any environmental impact involved for 
which comments have not been requested 
specifically. 

Comments concerning the proposed 
action and requests for additional infor¬ 
mation should be addressed to Forest 
Supervisor Kenneth P. Norman, Clear¬ 
water National Forest, Rt. 3. Ahsahka 
Road. Orofino, ID 83544. Comments 
must be received by August 26, 1974 in 
order to be considered in the preparation 
of the final environmental statement. 

Keith M. Thompson. 

Acting Regional Forester , 

Northern Region. Forest 
Service. 

June 27,1974. 

|FR Doc.74-15379 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 am) 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Technical Information Service 

FEDERALLY SPONSORED BUSINESS, 
ECONOMIC AND TECHNICAL REPORTS 

Notice of Pricing Policy 

Notice is hereby given of the following 
pricing schedule adopted by the National 
Technical Information Service (NTIS). 
The NTIS provides government and pub¬ 
lic availability of federally sponsored 
business, economic and technical reports. 

Directory of Computerized Data 
Files and Related Software 

Effective immediately, the magnetic 
tape lease fee for the Directory of Com¬ 
puterized Data Files and Related Soft¬ 
ware is $480 per year. 

The magnetic tape contains descrip¬ 
tions of federally sponsored machine 
readable data files and related software. 
These data files and software fall into 
the broad categories of Demography, So¬ 


cial Science. Government, Economics 
Science and Technology. These cate 
gories are further divided into forty' 
three subcategories. More than 500 data 
files are covered from 60 major Govern 
ment agencies without breaching agenev 
commitments of confidentiality There 
are no disclosures of individuals or indi 
vidual companies which would give con 
fldential information or proprietary fi! 
nancial data. Each entry contains a 
unique catalog reference number the 
generating agency, file title, date of cov 
erage, number of reels to tape, report 
number, magentic tape recording mode 
m tracks, density, parity and character 
code. Each entry contains an abstract 
which describes the purpose scope and 
file coverage, input source, publications 
produced, where applicable and a list 
of software available with the file The 
catalog is indexed according to subject 
terms, generating agency and report 
number. 

William T. Knox, 
Director , National Technical 
Information Service. 

[FR Doc.74-15387 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Highway Administration 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 

UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES 

Notice of Open Meeting 

Pursuant to Executive Order 11671, the 
Federal Highway Administration an¬ 
nounces the meeting dates and relevant 
information for the Mid-Year Meeting of 
the National Advisory Committee on Uni¬ 
form Traffic Control Devices. The meet¬ 
ing will be held July 17-19. 1974, at the 
Galt House, Louisville, Kentucky. The 
full Committee will convene at 1:00 p.m. 
July 17 with Subcommittee working ses¬ 
sions scheduled for Thursday, July 18. 

For further information contact the 
Office of Traffic Operations. Federal 
Highway Administration, 400 7th Street 
SW„ Washington, D C., Code 202/426- 
0411. Attendance by the public will be 
limited to space available. 

Purpose. This Committee reviews cur¬ 
rently approved standards, guides and 
warrants for traffic control devices con¬ 
tained in the Manual on Uniform Traffic 
Control Devices, the national standard 
for all classes of highways. Revisions and 
proposed new Standards to meet new 
developments and improvements are 
developed as needed. 

The Committee makes studies, con¬ 
ducts investigations, prepares reports, 
develops recommendations and advice to 
assist the Federal Highway Administra¬ 
tor in developing appropriate standards 
as authorized in 23 U.S.C. 109(d) and 
402(a), 

Agenda. Agenda items will include re¬ 
ports of the chairmen of the technical 
subcommittees on signs, signals, pave¬ 
ment markings, and traffic controls for 
construction and maintenance areas. 
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Recommendations from the subcommit- 
TeS for proposed additions to or revi- 
«tnns in current traffic control device 
standards will be discussed and action 
taken relative to providing advice to the 
Federal Highway Administration on 
these matters. 

Effective date: June 27,1974. 

James J. Crowley. 
Director, Office of Traffic Oper¬ 
ations, Federal Highway Ad¬ 
ministration. 

|PR Doc. 74-16388 Filed 7-3-74:8:46 am| 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

(WASH 1531| 

NATIONAL reactor testing station, 

IDAHO 

Availability of Final Environmental State¬ 
ment New Waste Calcining Facility 

Notice is hereby given that a Final 
Environmental Statement, “New Waste 
Calcining Facility. National Reactor 
Testing Station, Idaho,” (WASH-1531), 
issued pursuant to the Atomic Energy 
Commission's implementation of section 
102(2) (c) of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 is being placed in the 
Commission’s Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street, NW., Washington, D.C., 
and in the Commission’s Albuquerque 
Operations Office, P.O. Box 5400, Albu¬ 
querque, New Mexico 87115; Chicago 
Operations Office, 9500 South Cass Ave¬ 
nue, Argonne, Illinois 60439, Idaho Op¬ 
erations Office. 550 Second Street, Idaho 
Palls, Idaho 83401; Oak Ridge Opera¬ 
tions Office. Federal Building Oak Ridge. 
Tennessee 37830; Richland Operations 
Office. Federal Building, Richland. 
Washington 99352; San Francisco Oper¬ 
ations Office, 1333 Broadway, Oakland, 
California 94612; and Savannah River 
Operations Office, Aiken, South Carolina 
29801. 

The statement was prepared in sup¬ 
port of the Commission’s legislative ac¬ 
tion related to the appropriation of funds 
for the project. 

A limited number of copies are avail¬ 
able, and copies will be furnished upon 
request addressed to the Office of the 
Assistant General Manager for Biomed¬ 
ical and Environmental Research and 
Safety Programs, U.S. Atomic Energy 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20545. 

Dated at Germantown, Md., tins 28th 
day of June 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Paul C. Bender, 
Secretary of the Commission. 

|PR Doc.74-15322 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 ami 


AEC Regulatory staff of implementing 
specific parts of the Commission’s regu¬ 
lations and, in some cases, to delineate 
techniques used by the staff in evaluating 
specific problems or postulated accidents 
and to provide guidance to applicants 
concerning certain of the information 
needed by the staff in its review of appli¬ 
cations for permits and licenses. 

The new guide is in Division 3. “Fuels 
and Materials Facilities.” Regulatory 
Guide 3.22, “Periodic Testing of Fuel Re¬ 
processing Plant Protection System Ac¬ 
tuation Functions” describes methods 
acceptable to the Regulatory staff of in¬ 
cluding the actuation devices and actu¬ 
ated equipment in the periodic tests of 
the protection system during plant 
operation. 

Regulatory Guides are available for in¬ 
spection at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room. 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. Comments and sugges¬ 
tions in connection with <1) items for 
inclusion in guides currently being de¬ 
veloped (listed below) or (2) improve¬ 
ments in any published guides are en¬ 
couraged and should be sent to the Sec¬ 
retary of the Commission. U.S. Atomic 
Energy Commission. Washington, D.C. 
20545, Attention: Chief, Public Proceed¬ 
ings Staff. Requests for single copies of 
the issued guides (which may be repro¬ 
duced) or for placement on an automatic 
distribution list for single copies of fu¬ 
ture guides should be made in writing 
to the Director of Regulatory Standards, 
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20545. Telephone requests 
cannot be accommodated. Regulatory 
Guides are not copyrighted and Commis¬ 
sion approval is not required to repro¬ 
duce them. 

Other Division Regulatory Guides cur¬ 
rently being developed include the 
following: 

General Design Guide for Process Building 
Ventilation Systems for Fuel Reprocessing 
Plants. 

General Fire Protection Guide for Fuel 
Reprocessing Plants. 

Standard Format and Content of License 
Applications for Fuel Reprocessing Plants. 
Standard Format and Content of License 
Applications for Commercial Waste Burial 
Facilities. 

Protective Coatings (Paints) for Nuclear 
Plants. 

(5 U.S.C. 562(a)) 

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 24th 
day of June 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Lester Rogers, 

Director of Regulatory Standards. 
|FR Doc.74-15320 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 amj 


REGULATORY GUIDES 
Issuance and Availability 

The Atomic Energy Commission has 
issued a new guide in its Regulatory 
Guide series. This series has been de¬ 
veloped to describe and make available 
to the public methods acceptable to the 


REGULATORY GUIDES 
Issuance and Availability 

The Atomic Energy Commission has 
issued two guides in its Regulatory Guide 
series. This series has been developed to 
describe and make available to the pub¬ 
lic methods acceptable to the AEC Regu¬ 
latory staff of implementing specific 
parts of the Commission’s regulations 


and, hi some cases, to delineate tech¬ 
niques used by the staff in evaluating 
specific problems or postulated acci¬ 
dents and to provide guidance to appli¬ 
cants concerning certain of the informa¬ 
tion needed by the staff in its review of 
applications for permits and licenses. 

Regulatory Guide 1.87, “Construction 
Criteria for Class 1 Components in Ele¬ 
vated Temperature Reactors,” describes 
interim licensing guidelines to aid ap¬ 
plicants in implementing the Commis¬ 
sion’s regulations with regard to ASME 
Class 1 components at elevated tempera¬ 
tures. This guide supplements ASME Sec¬ 
tion III Code Cases 1592, 1593, 1594, 1595 
and 1596. Regulatory Guide 1.35 (Revi¬ 
sion 1), “Inservice Inspection of Un¬ 
grouted Tendons in Prestressed Concrete 
Containment Structures” describes an 
acceptable basis for developing an appro¬ 
priate surveillance program for un- 
grouted tendons in prestressed concrete 
structures of light-water-cooled reactors. 

Comments and suggestions in connec¬ 
tion with improvements in all guides are 
encouraged at any time. Comments on 
Regulatory Guides 1.87 and 1.35 (Revi¬ 
sion 1) will, however, be particularly use¬ 
ful in evaluating the need for an early 
revision if received by August 30, 1974. 
Comments should be sent to the Secre¬ 
tary of the Commission, U.S. Atomic 
Energy Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20545, Attention: Chief, Public Proceed¬ 
ings Staff. 

Regulatory Guides are available for 
inspection at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington. D.C. Requests for single 
copies of issued guides or for placement 
on an automatic distribution list for 
single copies of future guides should be 
made in writing to the Director of Reg¬ 
ulatory Standards, U.S. Atomic Energy 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20545. 
Telephone requests cannot be accom¬ 
modated. Regulatory Guides are not 
copyrighted and Commission approval is 
not required to reproduce them. 

Other Division 1 Regulatory Guides 
currently being developed include the 
following: 

Tornado Design Classification. 

Availability of Electric Power Sources. 
Requirements for Instrumentation to Assess 
Nuclear Power Plant Conditions During 
and Following an Accident for Water- 
Cooled Reactors. 

Isolation of Low Pressure Systems Connected 
to the Reactor Coolant Pressure Boundary. 
Requirements for Collection, Storage, and 
Maintenance of Nuclear Power Plant Qual¬ 
ity Assurance Records. 

Requirements for Assessing Ability of Mate¬ 
rial Underneath Nuclear Power Plant 
Foundations to Withstand Safe Shutdown 
Earthquake. 

Fire Protection Criteria for Nuclear Power 
Plants. 

Protective Coatings for Light Water Nuclear 
Reactor Containment Facilities. 

Inservice Surveillance of Grouted Prestress¬ 
ing Tendons. 

Seismic Input Motion to Uncoupled Struc¬ 
tural Model. 

Primary Reactor Containment (Concrete) 
Design and Analysis. 
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Quality Assurance Requirements lor Instal¬ 
lation. Inspection, and Testing ot Me¬ 
chanical Equipment and Systems. 

Quality Assurance Requirements for Instal¬ 
lation. Inspection and Testing of Struc¬ 
tural Concrete and Structural Steel. 

Fracture Toughness Requirements Tor Ves¬ 
sels Under Overstress Conditions. 

Material Limitations for Component Sup¬ 
ports. 

Protection Against Postulated Events and 
Accidents Outside of Containment. 

Requirements for Auditing of Quality Assur¬ 
ance Programs for Nuclear Power Plants. 

Assumptions Used for Evaluating the Poten¬ 
tial Radiological Consequences of a Oas 
Holdup Tank Failure in a Boiling Water 
Reactor. 

Qualtty Assurance Requirements for Pro¬ 
curement of Equipment, Materials, and 
Services. 

Quality Assurance Requirements for Lifting 
Equipment. 

Maintenance and Testing of Batteries. 

Qualification of Class I Electrical Equipment. 

Type Tests for Class IE Cables. Connections, 
and Field Splices for Nuclear Power Plants. 

Seismic Qualification of Class I Electric 
Equipment. 

Fracture Toughness Requirements for Ma¬ 
terials for Class 2 and 3 Components. 

Maintenance of Water Purity In PWR Sec¬ 
ondary Systems. 

Main Steam Line Sealing System Design 
Guidelines for Boiling Water Reactors. 

Criteria for Heat-up and Cool-down Proce¬ 
dures. 

Effects of Residual Elements on Predicted 
Radiation Damage. 

Fuel Oil Supplies for Standby Diesel-Genera¬ 
tors. 

Assumptions Used for Evaluating the Poten¬ 
tial Radiological Consequences of a Liquid 
Radioactive Waste System Accident. 

Surveillance and Examination and Testing 
of Irradiated Fuel Rods. 

Elevated Temperature Inservlce Surveillance 
Tests for HTGR Plants. 

Design Load Combinations for Component 
Supports. 

Requirements for Containment Isolation. 

Probable Maximum Storm Surge Flooding cm 
Lakes and Sea Shores. 

Requirements for Concrete Reactor Vessels 
and Containments (ASME Section m Divi¬ 
sion 2). 

Instrument Span and Trip Setting. 

Failed Fuel Detection System for Nuclear 
Power Plants. 

Code Case Acceptability—ASME Section III 
Nonmetallic Materials. 

Design, Qxiallficatlon Test and Installation 
Requirements for Class 2 and 3 Safety- 
Related Pumps. 

Seismic Response Combination of Modes and 
Spatial Components. 

Analysis of Seismic Recorded Data. 

Protection of Nuclear Power Plant Control 
Room Operators Against an Onsite Chlorine 
Release. 

Self-Operated and Power Operated Safety- 
Related Valves Functional Specification. 

Nuclear Power Plant Environmental Charac¬ 
teristics for Designated Sites. 

Evaluation of Explosions Postulated to Occur 
on Transportation Routes Near Nuclear 
Power Plants Sites. 

(5UB.C. 522(a)) 

Dated at Rockville, Md. this 25th day 
of June, 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Lester Rogers, 

Director of Regulatory Standards. 

(FR Doc.74-15321 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 amJ 


(Docket No. 50-259] 

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY 

Issuance of Facility License Amendment 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 
Atomic Energy Commission (the Com¬ 
mission) has issued Amendment No. 3 to 
Facility Operating License No. DPR-33 
to the Tennessee Valley Authority for 
operation of the Browns Ferry Nuclear 
Plant, Unit 1. located in Limestone Coun¬ 
ty, Alabama. 

The amendment, which is effective as 
of its date of issuance, revises paragraph 
2.C.(2) of Amendment No. 2 to Facility 
Operating License No. DPR-33 for the 
purpose of incorporating the Technical 
Specifications contained in Appendices 
A and B, reissued in entirety as Change 
No. 4, which are attached to Facility Op¬ 
erating License No. DPR^52, dated June 
28. 1974, for Browns Ferry Nuclear Plant, 
Unit 2 (Docket No. 50-260). 

The applications for amendment com¬ 
ply with the standards and requirements 
of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as 
amended (the Act), and the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations and the Com¬ 
mission has made appropriate findings 
as required by the Act, and the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations in 10 CFR 
Chapter 1, which are set forth in the li¬ 
cense amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the applications for 
amendment discussed in Item (4) below; 
(2) Amendment No. 3 to License DPR- 
33; (3) Facility Operating License No. 
DPR-52 (Docket No. 50-260) and the 
Technical Specifications (Appendices A 
and B) attached thereto; and (4) the 
Commission’s Safety Evaluation for 
Amendment No. 3. All of these are avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the Com¬ 
mission’s Public Document Room, 1717 
H Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20545; 
and at the Athens Public Library, South 
and Forrest, Athens, Alabama 35611. 

A copy of items (2), (3) and (4) may 
be obtained upon request addressed to 
the United States Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20545, Atten¬ 
tion; Deputy Director for Reactor 
Projects, Directorate of Licensing— 
Regulation. 

Dated at Betliesda, Maryland, this 
28th day of June, 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

John F. Stolz, 

Chief , Light Water Reactors 
Project Branch 2-1 , Director¬ 
ate of Licensing . 

|FR Doc.74-16324 Filed 7-3-74;8:46 am] 


] Docket No. 50-260] 

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY 
Issuance of a Facility Operating License 

The Atomic Safety and licensing 
Board having dismissed the proceeding 
relating to licensing action in a “Memo¬ 
randum and Order,” dated November 27, 
1973, the Atomic Energy Commission 
(the Commission) has issued Facility 
Operating License No. DPR-52 to the 
Tennessee Valley Authority authorizing 


operation of the Browns Ferry Nuclear 
Plant. Unit 2 at reactor core power levels 
not in excess of 33 megawatts thermal 
(1 percent of the facility’s rated power 
level of 3293 megawatts thermal) in 
accordance with the provisions of ’the 
license and the Technical Specifications 
attached thereto, which have been re¬ 
issued in entirety as Change No. 4 to 
the original Technical Specifications ap¬ 
pended to License No. DPR-33 dated 
June 26, 1973 (Docket No. 50-259) for 
Browns Ferry Nuclear Plant. Unit 1. The 
activities authorized under the license 
are temporarily limited to fuel loading 
low power testing, and operation at i 
percent of the rated power level until a 
number of remaining items set forth in 
the Technical Specifications have been 
satisfactorily completed. None of these 
items are required for fuel loading and 
low power operation authorized by the 
license. The Browns Ferry Nuclear 
Plant. Unit 2 is a boiling water nuclear 
reactor located at the licensee’s site in 
Limestone County, Alabama. 

The Commission has made appropri¬ 
ate findings as required by the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the 
Act), and the Commission’s rules and 
regulations in 10 CFR Chapter I. which 
are set forth In the license. The applica¬ 
tion for the license complies with the 
standards and requirements of the Act 
and the Commission’s rules and regu¬ 
lations. 

The license is effective as of its date 
of Issuance and shall expire on May 10, 
2007. 

A copy of (1) the Memorandum and 
Order dated November 27, 1973; (2) the 
Facility Operating License No. DPR-52 
and the Technical Specifications (Ap¬ 
pendices “A” and “B”); (3) the report 
of the Advisory Committee on Reactor 
Safeguards, dated December 11.1973;(4) 
the Directorate of Licensing’s Safety 
Evaluation and Errata thereto dated 
June 26. 1972, and Supplements 1 

through 6 thereto; (5) the Final Safety 
Analysis Report and amendments there¬ 
to; (6) the licensee’s Draft Environ¬ 
mental Statement dated July 1971. and 
supplement thereto dated November 8, 
1971; and (7) the licensee's Final En¬ 
vironmental Statement dated Septem¬ 
ber 1, 1972, are available for public in¬ 
spection at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room at 1717 H Street. NW, 
Washington, D.C., and the Athens Public 
Library, South and Forrests. Athens, 
Alabama 35611. 

A copy of the license and the Safety 
Evaluation, including Supplements l 
through 6, may be obtained upon request 
addressed to the United States Atomic 
Energy Commission, Regulation, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20545, Attention: Deputy 
Director for Reactor Projects, Director¬ 
ate of Licensing. 

Dated at Betliesda, Maryland, this 
28th day of June, 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

John F. Stolz, 

Chief , Light Water Reactors 
Project Branch 2-1. Di¬ 
rectorate of Licensing . 

(FR Doc.74-15325 Filed 7-3-74;8.45 ami 
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CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[Docket No. 263501 

SITMAR CRUISES, INC. 

Notice of Hearing 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
the provisions of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended, that a hearing 
in the above -entitied proceeding will be 
held on August 6, 1974, at 10 ami. (local 
time) in Room 503, Universal Building, 
1825 Connecticut Avenue, NW., Wash¬ 
ington. D C., before the undersigned ad¬ 
ministrative law judge. 

For information concerning the issues 
involved and other details in this pro¬ 
ceeding. interested persons are referred 
to the prehearing conference report 
served on March 26. 1974, and other 
documents which are in the docket of 
this proceeding on file in the Docket Sec¬ 
tion of the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

Dated at Washington. D.C., July 1. 
1974. 


[seal! 


Milton H. Shapiro, 
Administrative Law Judge., 


|FR Doc.74 15394 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 am 1 


[Docket No. 26756, etc.; Order 74 7-4) 

AIR MIDWEST, INC., ET AL. 

Order Regarding Joint Fares and Rates 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., on 
the 1st day of July, 1974. 

In the matter of Application and Peti¬ 
tion of Air Midwest, Inc. et aL; lDocket 
No. 257551; Investigation of the Local 
Service Class Subsidy Rate; [Docket No. 
256591; and the Application of Frontier 
Aiilines, Inc.; [Dockets Nos. 20213 and 
220121, for temporary suspension of serv¬ 
ice at Dodge City, Great Bend and 
Hutchinson. Kansas. 

By Order 74-4-77, April 12. 1974, the 
Board required Frontier and Air Mid¬ 
west to file tariffs for Joint fares and 
rates in certain markets. 1 Order 74-5- 
102, May 21, 1974, granted Frontier’s 
motion that the time allowed to file the 
joint cargo rate tariffs required in Order 
74-4-77, be extended to June 12, 1974. 

On May 30, 1974, Frontier filed a mo¬ 
tion requesting that Order 74-4-77 be 
amended so as to permit the date for 
filing such tariffs to be effective on 
July 12, 1974. Alternatively, the carrier 
asks permission to file the tariffs on less 
than the statutory 30 days' notice to be 
effective July 12,1974. According to Fron¬ 
tier, the estimated volume of cargo which 
will move under these rates will be only 
approximately $150 per month, and 
therefore the additional time requested 
herein will not significantly prejudice 
any shipper who may desire to avail 
itself of such rates. Frontier has advised 
AJr Midwest that it is requesting this 
additional extension of time and states 
that Air Midwest has no objection 
thereto. 


1 Order 74-4b 77, p. 13, n 24. 


Since this appears to be a reasonable 
request made in good faith we will hereby 
grant the relief set forth in the alterna¬ 
tive proposed in Frontier’s motion, pro¬ 
vided the filing of the tariff is made at 
least 5 days before Its effective date. 

Accordingly, it is ordered , That: 

Order 74-4-77. April 12,1974, is hereby 
amended so as to permit the filing of 
joint cargo rate tariffs required by that 
order to be effective July 12, 1974, upon 
less than 30 days’ notice, provided the 
filing is made at least five <5) days be¬ 
fore the effective date of the tariff. 

Tills order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

IsealI Edwin Z. Holland, 

Secretary. 

(TO Doc.74 15397 Filed 7-3 74;8:45 am) 


[Docket No. 26838; Order 74-6-1361 

WESTERN AIR LINES. INC. 

Priority Reserved Air Freight Rates; 

Investigation 

Adopted by The Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C. on 
the 28th day of June. 1974. 

By tariff revision marked to become 
effective July 5, 1974. Western Air Lines. 
Inc. (Western) proposed premium rates 
for a “Priority Reserved Freight” serv¬ 
ice, which applies to general commodity¬ 
rated traffic. The rates would amount to 
130 percent of the currently applicable 
general commodity rates. The shipper is 
provided a reservation which is defined 
as a commitment by the carrier to trans¬ 
port a predetermined volume of freight 
on a specific flight. The reservation must 
be completed with the carrier prior to ac¬ 
ceptance of the shipment and the ship¬ 
ment must be tendered to the carrier at 
the air freight terminal at least 60 
minutes prior to the scheduled flight de¬ 
parture. The shipper is charged for the 
total volume reserved, whether or not 
actually tendered, on the basis of actual 
weight of the shipment or its cubic 
density at 10 pounds per cubic foot. How¬ 
ever, if the unutilized space does not ex¬ 
ceed 10 percent of that reserved, the 
charge will be only for the actual or cubic 
weight shipped. 

If the shipment is not delivered on the 
specified flight on which the reservation 
is made, the carrier will refund to the 
shipper the difference between the pro¬ 
posed rates and the applicable rates for 
standard service, unless such misdelivery 
is caused by weather conditions, mechan¬ 
ical delay of the aircraft, etc. Freight 
tendered to the carrier in excess of the 
predetermined volume reserved by the 
shipper may, subject to the carrier’s dis¬ 
cretion, be accepted on a nonpriority 
basis to be transported at the otherwise 
applicable rates. 

In support of its proposal and in 
answer to the complaint described below, 
Western asserts, inter alia, that, al¬ 
though its proposed service is consistent 
with the Board’s admonition (Order 


73-12-36) to provide an expedited serv¬ 
ice, its current proposal is not Intended 
to serve as a substitute for current air 
express service. 

The carrier further states that, while 
it is extremely difficult to approximate 
the costs of implementing the service, 
the rates proposed are Justified by costs 
and/or value of service; that “manpower 
and value of service would account for 
roughly 71 percent of the added costs” 
for the proposed priority service and 
other costs (such as for taxes, materials, 
etc.), the remainder. Western forecasts 
that,’ based on its 1973 actual freight 
revenue, without considering inflation 
factors, the costs of the priority service 
would be $810,000 for the first year and 
revenues $900,000. 

A complaint requesting investigation 
and suspension of Western s proposal 
was filed by The National Small Ship¬ 
ments Traffic Conference, Inc. (Na¬ 
tional). 1 The complaint asserts that the 
proposal is a haphazard attempt to re¬ 
place the current air express and tlvt 
the proposal should be suspended pend¬ 
ing the completion of the carrier meet¬ 
ings concerning the establishment of an 
industry-wide priority air cargo service. 
The complaint further claims, inter alia, 
that the proposal places burdens upon 
shippers in making reservations, com¬ 
pleting waybills, arranging for pickuo 
and delivery, etc.; and that the follow¬ 
ing provisions in the tariff are unreason¬ 
able: the proposed cubic density of 10 
pounds per cubic foot as a basis for com¬ 
puting the premium of 30 percent, the 
rule proposed for freight in excess re¬ 
served volume, the rule requiring pay¬ 
ment of charges for the amount re¬ 
served* and the exclusion of certain 
services (attendants accompanying a 
shipment, etc.). 

Upon consideration of all relevant fac¬ 
tors, the Board finds that Western s 
tariff proposal may be unjust, unreason¬ 
able, unjustly discriminatory, unduly 
preferential, unduly prejudicial, or 
otherwise unlawful and should be 
investigated. 

While we shall permit the carrier’s 
proposal to become effective pending 
investigation, the question remains 
w r hether the proposed service is subject 
to unreasonable and discriminatory 
limitations and provisions and whether 
it is consistent with the Board’s finding 
that the carrier is under an obligation 
to offer highly expedited priority service 
available for all commodities now car¬ 
ried in air express (Order 74-2-118 
February 27, 1974), but the instant pro¬ 
posal is confined to general commodities 
and has a minimum charge equal to the 
charge for a 100-pound shipment. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958. and particularly 
sections 204<a) and 1002 thereof. 


• The complaint was accompanied by a 
motion for leave to file a late formal com¬ 
plaint. Inasmuch as the carrier’s tariff was 
rcfiled on a later date, the Board is consid¬ 
ering the complaint and answer thereto as 
related to the reflled proposal and the mo¬ 
tion has become moot. 
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It is ordered , That: 

1. An Investigation is instituted to de¬ 
termine whether the charges and provi¬ 
sions in Rule No. 71 on 3rd, 4th. and 5th 
Revised Pages 38-C and reissues thereof 
of Tariff C.AJB. No. 169 issued by Airline 
Tariff Publishers. Inc., Agent, and rules, 
regulations, or practices affecting such 
charges and provisions are or will be un¬ 
just. unreasonable, unjustly discrimina¬ 
tory, unduly preferential, unduly preju¬ 
dicial, or otherwise unlawful, and if 
found to be unlawful, to determine and 
prescribe the lawful charges and provi¬ 
sions and rules, regulations, and prac¬ 
tices affecting such provisions; 

2. Except to the extent granted herein, 
the complaint of The National Small 
Shipments Traffic Conference, Inc., in 
Docket 26787, is dismissed; 

3. The proceeding herein, designated 
Docket 26838, be assigned before an Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge of the Board at 
a time and place hereafter to be desig¬ 
nated; and 

4. Copies of this order shall be served 
upon Western Air Lines, Inc., and upon 
The National Small Shipments Traffic 
Conference, which are hereby made 
parties to Docket 26838. 

This order will be published In the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 


A joint complaint against Delta and 
REA was filed by The National Small 
Shipments Traffic Conference, Inc. (Na¬ 
tional), Drug and Toilet Preparation 
Traffic Conference, and The Eastern In¬ 
dustrial Traffic League, 1 and a complaint 
against Southern’s proposal by National. 
These complaints request that the Board 
investigate and suspend the proposed 
rates, and order Delta to continue to 
participate in the air express system by 
postponing cancellation in the air ex¬ 
press tariff until the airline industry 
presents to the Board and the public a 
“viable” method of continuing the trans¬ 
portation of air express traffic. 

The complaints assert that the serv¬ 
ices proposed are, in a number of ways, 
more restricted than the current air ex¬ 
press service. The complaints also criti¬ 
cize the level of the proposed rates, 
claiming, inter alia, that the cost justifi¬ 
cations are inadequate and that the rates 
proposed for the smaller sized shipments 
are above current air express rates.* 

Upon consideration of all relevant 
factors, the Board finds that the tariff 
proposals may be unjust, unreasonable, 
unjustly discriminatory, unduly prefer¬ 
ential, unduly prejudicial, or otherwise 
unlawful, and should be investigated. 
Tlie Board further concludes that the 
tariffs should be suspended pending in¬ 
vestigation. 


furnished, Is an essential part of the 
service proposed by the carriers in order 
to warrant a premium. In view of the 
fact that both Delta and Southern have 
withdrawn, effective June 14, from par- 
ticipation in the air express tariff it is 
necessary that both carriers begin of¬ 
fering a priority service as rapidly as 
possible. Consequently, the Board will 
be receptive to an application to place 
in effect expeditiously a priority service 
embodying the foregoing refund provi¬ 
sion.** 

As indicated above, one of the com¬ 
plaints requests that the Board require 
Delta to participate in the air express 
system by postponing withdrawal of Its 
cancellation of participation in the air 
express tariff. We do not believe that this 
is practicable. In this regard, in Order 
73-12-36, the Board stated, “It is prob¬ 
ably true that the Board could license 
REA to operate independently of an air- 
line-REA agreement, and could compel 
the airlines to publish an express serv¬ 
ice tariff covering rates to REA. But, 
absent an agreement between the 
parties, there is no way to insure that 
the airlines will be willing to continue 
performing all of the ground services at 
those airports—85 percent of the total— 
where REA has no airport offices/' In 
view of all the circumstances, the re¬ 
quest will be denied.* 


[seal] Edwin Z. Holland, 

Secretarp. 

[PR Doc.74-15396 Piled 7-3~74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. 26837; Order 74-6-135J 

DELTA AIR LINES, INC. AND 
SOUTHERN AIRWAYS, INC. 

Order of Investigation and Suspension 
Regarding Air Freight Rates 

Adopted by The Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office In Washington, D.C. on 
the 28th day of June. 1974. 

By tariff filings marked to become 
effective July 1 and 15, 1974, Delta Air 
Lines, Inc. (Delta) and Southern Air¬ 
ways, Inc. (Southern), respectively, pro¬ 
pose premium airport-to-airport rates 
(called “air express rates”) for priority 
freight service. The proposals, which are 
identical, involve the charging of a pre¬ 
mium of 30 percent above standard rates 
for shipments accorded “priority of car¬ 
riage before the loading of other air 
freight shipments” except small pack¬ 
ages. The premium of 30 percent applies 
to general and specific bulk commodity 
rates for regular air freight shipments. 
The tariffs are marked to expire with 
November 30. 1974. 

In supporting their proposals, and in 
Delta's answer to a complaint, the car¬ 
riers variously assert, inter alia, that (1) 
their proposals are the result of their 
withdrawal from participation in the ex¬ 
press service provided by the airlines and 
REA Express, Inc. (REA); (2) the Board 
desires that the carriers provide a prior¬ 
ity airport-to-airport service to take the 
place of air express; and <3> the rates are 
cost justified. 


Although the shipper is to be charged 
an additional 30 percent for “priority of 
carriage.” the tariffs of Delta and 
Southern merely state that they “will be 
accorded priority of carriage before the 
loading of other freight shipments” ex¬ 
cept small packages. There is no guaran¬ 
tee that such priority will be meaningful 
in the sense that the service will in fact 
be “highly expedited,” as the Board 
states the carriers are obliged to provide 
(see decision in Docket 22388, “Express 
Service Investigation,” Order 73-12-36, 
December 7, 1973, at page 17). The 
Board is of the opinion that a guarantee, 
involving a refund of the charges above 
the charges for standard service if the 
transportation on a specific flight is not 


1 A letter informally protesting Delta’s pro¬ 
posal was received from the Hawaii Air Cargo 
Shippers Association, Inc. It will be entered 
in the correspondence file of the investiga¬ 
tion we are instituting herein. 

* In its answer to the complaint. REA states 

that, in accordance with instructions issued 
by the Air Transport Association, it was re¬ 
quired to join in filing a special tariff per¬ 
mission to permit the filing of a tariff can¬ 
celling service to points served by Delta and 
other airlines, but now it Joins with the 
shippers in opposing the proposed changes 
by Delta. REA also asserts that the Delta 
proposal constitutes an unfair method of 
competition in that the service is called 
M air express” whereas it is quite different 
from the current air express, resulting in 
confusion of the shipping public and erosion 
of REA's Goodwill. REA finally declares that 
(1) Delta is not now performing its certifi¬ 
cate obligation to provide adequate service 
in accordance with the Act and with Board 
Order 73-12-36, which requires the airlines 
to provide coordinated interline priority 
service; and (2) the Board must enter 
orders compelling compliance with the fore¬ 
going requirements. 


Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 204(a) and 1002 thereof, 

It is ordered, That; 

1. An investigation is instituted to de¬ 
termine whether the provisions in Rule 
No. 72 on 4th and 5th Revised Pages 
38-D of Airline Tariff Publishers, Inc., 
Agent, Tariff C.A.B. No. 169, and rules, 
regulations, and practices affecting such 
provisions, are or will be unjust, unrea¬ 
sonable. unjustly discriminatory, unduly 
preferential, unduly prejudicial, or other¬ 
wise unlawful, and if found to be unlaw¬ 
ful, to determine and prescribe the law¬ 
ful provisions and rules, regulations, or 
practices affecting such provisions; 

2. Pending hearing and decision by the 
Board, the provisions in Rule No. 72 on 
4th and 5th Revised Pages 38-D of Air¬ 
line Tariff Publishers, Inc., Agent, Tariff 
C.A.B. No. 169, are suspended and their 
use deferred to and including September 
28, 1974, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Board, and that no changes be made 
therein during the period of suspension 

*• Of course, the carriers would be expected 
to cost justify fully the rates for any revised 
service proposed. 

2 Delta is participating In discussions held 
for the purpose of devising an Inter-carrier 
priority service. The carrier states that it 
hoped this service could be implemented by 
August 1, 1974, when the current air express 
service is scheduled to expire and that it 
wishes to provide an online priority service 
at the earliest possible date (the participa¬ 
tion of both Delta and Southern in the 
tariff having terminated on June 14) ana w 
continue until the inter-carrier service 
Implemented. Delta also asserts that a short 
hiatus between the old and new air expres* * 
is desirable to prevent confusion, to 
the system of old air express traffic, and t 
acquaint personnel with the new service. 
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except by order or special permission of 
tbe Board: 

, Except to the extent granted herein, 
the joint complaint of The National 
small Shipments Traffic Conference, 
Drug and Toilet Preparation Traffic Con¬ 
firmee and The Eastern Industrial 
£afflc League in Docket 26796. and the 
complaint of The National Small Ship- 
“Sts Traffic Conference in Docket 26820 
are dismissed: 

4 The proceeding herein, designated 
Docket 26837. be assigned before an Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge of the Board at 
a time and place hereafter to be desig¬ 


nated: and 

5 copies of this order shall be filed 
with the tariffs and served upon Delta 
Air Lines. Inc.. Southern Airways, Inc.. 
The National Small Shipments Traffic 
Conference. Drug and Toilet Preparation 
Traffic Conference, and The Eastern In¬ 
dustrial Traffic League, and REA Ex¬ 
press. Inc., which are hereby made par¬ 
ties to Docket 26837. 

This order will be published In the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Edwin Z. Holland, 

Secretary . 

[PR Doc.74-15395 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 am] 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

GLASS SOFT DRINK CONTAINERS 
Notice of Meeting 

This notice is to announce that Fran¬ 
cis J. LaPallo of the Bureau of Engineer¬ 
ing Sciences, Consumer Product Safety 
Commission, will meet with Joseph T. 
Harmuth of ISD, Inc., Stamford* Con¬ 
necticut, to discuss testing of glass soft 
drink containers. The meeting will be 
held at 10:00 a.m., July 16. 1974, at the 
offices of ISD, Inc.. 58 Commerce Road. 
Stamford. Connecticut. The later portion 
of the meeting, which will be held at the 
manufacturing facility of the Glass Con¬ 
tainer Corporation (GCC) of Dayville, 
Connecticut will be closed to the public 
at the request of GCC. because it con¬ 
cerns proprietary matters. 

Parties wishing to attend the early part 
of this meeting should notify Francis J. 
LaPallo, Bureau of Engineering Sciences, 
Consumer Product Safety Commission, 
Washington. D.C. 20207; telephone: 
(301) 496-7571. 

Dated: June 28,1974. 

Sadyk E. Dunn, 
Secretary t Consumer Product 

Safety Commission. 
IFR Doc.74-15313 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 ami 


HOBBY INDUSTRY OF AMERICA 
PETITION 

Notice of Public Meeting 

Notice is given that a public meeting 
wm be held on July 9.1974, at 1:00 PJvI. 
111 room 801, 5401 Westbard Avenue, 


Bethesda, Maryland, to discuss a petition 
from the Hobby Industry of America, Inc. 
to exempt model train and car electrical 
transformers from cautionary labeling 
requirements of the Federal Hazardous 
Substances Act. 

On May 7, 1974, Hobby Industry of 
America, Inc. petitioned the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission to find cau¬ 
tionary labeling required in 16 CFR 
1505.3(e) (as amended) unnecessary for 
model train and car electrical transform¬ 
ers or alternately, to allow the cautionary 
labeling to be omitted from the shelf 
packaging of these products. The regula¬ 
tion from which exemption is asked re¬ 
quires electrically operated toys to bear 
the statement “CAUTION—ELECTRIC 
TOY,*’ and requires additional warning 
statements on the instruction sheet and 
shelf package of such toys. 

Those attending will be Fred Polk of 
Hobby Industry of America, and Wil¬ 
liam P. Menza of the Commission’s Office 
of Standards Coordination and Ap¬ 
praisal. Other interested parties wishing 
to attend should notify Don Early. Office 
of. Standards Coordination and Ap¬ 
praisal. Consumer Product Safety Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20207 (Phone 
301-496-7197). 

Dated: June 28,1974. 

Sadye E. Dunn. 

Secretary , Consumer Product 

Safety Commission. 

[FR Doc.74-15312 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


SWIMMING POOL WATER SLIDES 

Notice of Proceeding for Development of 
Proposed Consumer Product Safety 
Standard 

Correction 

FR Doc. 74-14876 published at page 
24028 of the issue for Friday. June 28. 
1974 was inadvertently classified under 
the “Proposed Rules” section of that 
issue. It should have appeared under the 
“Notices” section. 

The subject headings are corrected to 
read as set forth above. 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

LAKE MICHIGAN COOLING WATER 
STUDIES PANEL 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice 
is given that a meeting of the Lake Mich¬ 
igan Cooling Water Studies Panel will 
be held at 9:30 a.m. on Tuesday, July 23, 
1974 in meeting rooms of the O’Hare In¬ 
ternational Tower Hotel, O'Hare Field, 
Chicago, Illinois. 

The purpose of the meeting is to final¬ 
ize the draft Program Report and Re¬ 
search Priorities lists for Lake Michigan 
Cooling Water Studies previously devel¬ 
oped by the Panel. Consideration will 
be given to the panel’s role in advising 
the agencies regarding implementation 
of section 316 of the Federal Water Pol¬ 
lution Control Act Amendments of 1972. 


The meeting will be open to the public. 
Any member of the public wishing to 
attend or submit a paper should contact 
the Executive Secretary. Mr. Howard 
Zar, Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region V, Enforcement Branch, 1 North 
Wacker Drive, Chicago, Illinois 60606. 

The telephone number is area code 
312-353-1470. 

John Quarles, 
Acting Administrator . 


July 1,1974. 

[FR Doc.74-15413 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 

FEDERAL ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

NATIONAL PETROLEUM COUNCIL COM¬ 
MITTEE ON ENERGY CONSERVATION; 

INDUSTRIAL TASK GROUP 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 
92-463, 86 Stat. 770), notice is hereby 
given of the following meeting. 

The Industrial Task Group of the Com¬ 
mittee on Energy Conservation of the 
National Petroleum Council will meet at 
9:00 ajn. on July 9, 1974. in the Confer¬ 
ence Room of the National Petroleum 
Council, 1625 K Street, NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. The purpose of the meeting is 
to discuss and develop an outline for 
work to be completed by the Task Group 
on Phase II (1979-1985) of the current 
energy conservation study being con¬ 
ducted by the Committee on Energy Con¬ 
servation. The Committee and its task 
groups are engaged in a comprehensive 
study of the possibilities for energy con¬ 
servation in the United States and the 
impact of such measures on the future 
energy posture of the nation. The study 
was requested by the Secretary of the In¬ 
terior on July 23, 1973. 

The meeting will be open to the pub¬ 
lic to the extent that space and facilities 
permit. Any member of the public may 
file a written statement with the Council 
either before or after the meeting. In¬ 
terested persons who wish to speak at 
the meeting must apply to the Council 
and obtain approval in accordance with 
its established procedures. Limited prior 
notice is given due to scheduling con¬ 
siderations for members of the Task 
Group. 

The purpose of the National Petro¬ 
leum Council is to provide advice, infor¬ 
mation and recommendations to the Sec¬ 
retary of the Interior, upon request, on 
any matter relating to petroleum or the 
petroleum industry. 

Further information with respect to 
this meeting may be obtained from Ben 
Tafoya, Federal Energy Administration. 
New Post Office Building. 12th Street and 
Pennsylvania Avenue NW.. Washington, 
D.C., telephone number 961-8601. 

Dated: June 28, 1974. 

Robert L. Presley, 
Assistant Director t Contingency 
Planning/PPR, Federal En¬ 
ergy Administration. 

[FR Doc.74-15323 Filed 7-1-74; 11:00 ami 
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FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

SAN DIEGO UNITED PORT DISTRICT AND 
FIESTA CRUISES, INC. 

Notice of Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office.of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1100 L Street NW., 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San 
Francisco, California, and Old San Juan, 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree¬ 
ments, including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20573. on or before July 25. 1974. 
Any person desiring a hearing on the 
proposed agreement shall provide a clear 
and concise statement of the matters 
upon which they desire to adduce evi¬ 
dence. An allegation of discrimination or 
unfairness shall be accompanied by a 
statement describing the discrimination 
or unfairness with particularity. If a vio¬ 
lation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of the United States is alleged, 
the statement shall set forth with par¬ 
ticularity the acts and circumstances 
said to constitute such violation or detri¬ 
ment to commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the statement should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed by: 

Joseph D. Pateilo. Esquire 
San Diego Unified Port District 
3165 Pacific Highway 
San Diego. California 92112 

Agreement No. T-2799-2. between the 
San Diego Unified Port District (San 
Diego) and Fiesta Cruises, Inc. (Fiesta), 
modifies the basic agreement which pro¬ 
vides for the one-year lease to Fiesta of 
terminal space, with the accompanying 
nonexclusive and nonpreferential right 
of access at the Broadway Pier for use in 
connection with passenger ferry opera¬ 
tions to and from Ensenada, Mexico and 
other excursion business. The purpose of 
the modification is to (1) renew the basic 
agreement for an additional one-year 
term, (2) increase the building area of 
the leased premises by 1,563 square feet, 
and (3) increase the flat rental for the 
office/storage area from $108.00 per 
month to $447.00 per month. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: July 1,1974. 

Francis C. Hurney, 
Secretary . 

t PR Doc.74-15401 Filed 7-3-74; 8:45 am] 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

INotlce of Disaster Loan Area 1078] 

IOWA 

Notice of Disaster Relief Loan Availability 

As a result of the President’s declara¬ 
tion of the State of Iowa as a major 
disaster area following severe storms and 
flooding beginning on or about May 13, 
1974, applications for disaster relief loans 
will be accepted by the.Small Business 
Administration from disaster victims in 
the following counties: Allamakee, Ben¬ 
ton. Butler, Carroll, Cass, Cedar, Clayton, 
Clinton, Crawford, Delaware. Des Moines, 
Dubuque. Greene, Guthrie. Harrison, 
Iowa, Jackson. Jasper. Johnson, Jones, 
Keokuk, Linn, Louisa, Madison, Mahaska, 
Marion, Marshall, Mitchell. Monona, 
Polk, Poweshiek, Ringgold, Scott, Story, 
Tama, Van Buren, and Warren, and ad¬ 
jacent affected areas. Adjacent areas in¬ 
clude only counties within the state for 
w'hich the declaration is made and do 
not extend beyond state lines. 

Applications may be field at the: 

Small Business Administration 
District Office 
210 Walnut Street 
Des Moines. Iowa 60309 

and at such temporary offices as are 
established. Such addresses will be an¬ 
nounced locally. 

Applications for disaster loans under 
this announcement must be filed not 
later than August 19,1974. 

Dated: June 27,1974. 

Thomas S. Kleppe, 
Administrator. 

(FR Doc.74-15383 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


INotlce of Disaster Loan Area 1070] 

OKLAHOMA 

Disaster Relief Loan Availability; Amended 
Notice 

[ Amendment 1 ] 

As a result of the President’s declara¬ 
tion of the State of Oklahoma as a major 
disaster area following severe storms and 
flooding beginning on or about June 7. 
1974, applications for disaster relief loans 
will be accepted by the Small Business 
Administration from disaster victims in 
the following additional counties: Ot¬ 
tawa and Seminole, and adjacent af¬ 
fected areas. Adjacent areas include only 
counties within the state for which the 
declaration is made and do not extend 
beyond state lines. (See 39 FR 22196) 
Applications may be filed at the: 

SmaU Business Administration 
District Office 
50 Penn Place. Suite 840 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73118 

and at such temporary offices as are 
established. Such addresses will be an¬ 
nounced locally. 


Applications for disaster loans under 
this announcement must be filed nnt 
later than August 23,1974. 

Dated: June 25,1974. 

Thomas S. Kleppe, 
Administrator. 

[FR Doc.74-15384 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 

[Declaration of Disaster Loan Area 1079] 

TEXAS 

Declaration of Disaster Loan Area 

Whereas, it has been reported that 
during the month of May 1974, because 
of the effects of a certain disaster, dam¬ 
age resulted to property located in the 
State of Texas; 

Whereas, the Small Business Adminis¬ 
tration has investigated and received re¬ 
ports of other investigations of condi¬ 
tions in the area affected; 

Whereas, after reading and evaluating 
reports of such conditions, I find that the 
conditions in such area constitute a 
catastrophe within the purview of the 
Small Business Act, as amended: 

Now, therefore, as Administrator of 
the Small Business Administration. 1 
hereby determine that: 

1. Applications for disaster loans 
under the provisions of section 7(b)(1) 
of the Small Business Act, as amended, 
may be received and considered by the 
office below indicated from persons or 
firms w r hose property situated in Tom 
Green County, Texas, and adjacent af¬ 
fected areas, suffered damage or destruc¬ 
tion resulting from severe storms which 
occurred May 25-31, 1974. Adjacent 
areas include only counties within the 
state for which the declaration is made 
and do not extend beyond state lines. 

Office: 

Small Business Administration 
District Office 
301 Broadway 
San Antonio. Texas 78205 

2. Applications for disaster loans 
under the authority of this declaration 
will not be accepted subsequent to August 
26,1974. 

Dated: June 27,1974. 

Thomas S. Kleppe, 
Administrator. 

]FR Doc.74-15382 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 am| 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket Nos. RI74-83 et al ] 

AMOCO PRODUCTION CO. 

Rate Changes; Hearing, Suspension and 
Effectiveness 

June 28,1974- 

Respondent has filed a proposed 
change in rate and charge for the juris¬ 
dictional sale of natural gas, as set forth 
in Appendix A hereof. 

The proposed changed rate and charge 
may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly dis¬ 
criminatory, or preferential, or otherwise 
unlawful. 
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The Commission finds: It is in the 
nubile interest and consistent with the 
Natural Gas Act that the Commission 
enter upon a hearing regarding the law¬ 
fulness of the proposed change, and that 
the supplement herein be suspended and 
its use be deferred as ordered below. 

The Commission orders: (A) Under 
the Natural Gas Act. particularly sec¬ 
tions 4 and 15. the regulations pertain¬ 
ing thereto (18 CFR, Chapter I), and the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a public hearing shall be held 


concerning the lawfulness of the pro¬ 
posed change. 

(B) Pending hearing and decision 
thereon, the rate supplement herein is 
suspended and its use deferred until date 
shown in the “Date Suspended Until” 
column. This supplement shall become 
effective, subject to refund, as of the 
expiration of the suspension period with¬ 
out any further action by the Respond¬ 
ent or by the Commission. Respondent 
shall comply with the refunding proce¬ 
dure required by the Natural Gas Act 

AlTKNDIX A 


and $ 154.102 of the regulations there¬ 
under. 

(C) Unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission, neither the suspended sup¬ 
plement, nor the rate schedule sought to 
be altered, shall be changed until dis¬ 
position of this proceeding or expiration 
of the suspension period, whichever is 
earlier. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Kenneth P. Plumb. 

Secretary. 


Pocket 
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No. 


Purchaser and producing area 
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.do ““—: 

343 

5-31-74 _ 

7-2-74 




.do_ _ __ 

(**) 

5-31-74 . . 

7-2-74 

Jo 

***233 

.i7* 


1.029 

5-31-74 . 

7-2-74 





(>»> 

5-31-74 .. 

7-2-74 

do a 

302 

19 


147 

5-31-74 . 

7-2-74 



Jo •♦*•••*•••••••••••• 

1,0*16 

5-31-74 _ 

7-2-74 

_. --r.r.. i.-r-r 

.do, 




0 ») 

5-31-74 .- 

7-2-74 

.do__ _ ...... .t 

***363* 

Id’ 

• ••• .Jo • • . ■■■■retif 

1,474 

5-30-74 . 

7-2-74 

. do... .............. 



Jo 

20,573 

5-30-74 . 

7-2-74 

do .... ........... 

....... 


Jo * ••••••••• 

<*•) 

5-30-74 . 

7-2-74 

.Art "**,,“*, _ “I* 

’*•371* 

.32 

•iriidoiziiiiniiii-imii*_•!••• 

1,179 

5-31-74 . 

7-2-74 

_ _ 4Q Jlt „,,„„ T _ 



Jo • .•••••••••••••••*•*••»• 

171 

5-31-74 . 

7-2-74 

..... .do................. 

*397’ 

15* 

Jo ••• mmm+rnmmm 

88 

5-31-74 . 

7-2-74 

..do,................. 


Jo 

240 

5-31-74 _ 

7-2-74 

.do...._........... 

....... 

__ 

.do.....— 

0 ») 

5-31-74.. 

7-2-74 

7 0 

.do- 

.do.. 

411 

12 

.dS*~~**~™r*‘-~"-~-~ 

1,372 

(»> 

5-30-74 ... 

( . 1 *1 
7-2-74 

_do_............... 

““’469* 

.« 

m T , T T dn,_........... ....-—— 

34 

5-30-74 .. 

7-2-74 

_ do _..._ 

, , , , .dfri ..... ■ - -■ . 1 1— rrTtf- 

0 *) 

5-30-74 .. 

7-2-74 

_ do. .. 

““*407* 

24* 

.....do...—.-. 

7 

5-31-74 . 

7-2-74 

__ _ _ .do .................. 

_do .... 

<>•) 

5-31-74 . 

7-2-74 

...... do. ................ 

’* 498* 

29 

.do..__......___ 

17 

5-31-74 . 

7-2-74 





0 »> 

5-31-74 . 

7-2-74 

rfft rn<* il jf 

490 

21 


86 

5-31-74 . 

7-2-74 

c!n. 


(•*) 

5-31-74 . 

7-2-74 

....... do... ...... ........... 

500 

18 

dn _ T ___ 

86 

5-30-74 . 

7-2-74 

....... do.. ................ 


<“) 

5-30-74 _ 

7-2-74 

_do.. 

535 

11 


24 

5-31-74 . 

7-2-74 

. do... _......... 


7 

5-31-74 . . 

7-2-74 

. do 




0 *) 

5-31-74 . 

7-2-74 

...... do 

““•*588* 

8 

“do * ” .rrrrrr. r. 

1,543 

5-31-74 . 

7-2-74 

. *do _ 

•593 

8 


2,229 

5-31-74 . 

7-2-74 

24. 

, .... -do.. 

•594 

5 


1,372 

5-31-74 . - 

7- 2-74 


•605 

2 


795 

5-31-74 . — 

8 - 1-74 


RI7I- 

223. 

K174-252. 


HJ74-2G2.do_ 


*•**24.7948 
»**« 28.8429 

* * * * 24.7948 
» >*«2A8420 

* * * * 24.7948 
* 1 1 28.8429 
» * * « 28. 8429 

it u i« 28.0 
I * * * 24.7948 

* * « • 28.9429 
ii i»tn* 26.0 

* * • «24.7948 
»»a 4 28.8429 
it ii 14 it 26.0 

* * * « 28.8429 
u 1114 14 26.0 
» * «• 24.79-48 
113*28.8429 


in* 1*1*26.0 

* * « • 24.7948 

* * * « 28.8429 
H ii 14 ii 26.0 

* * «• 24.7948 

* *>*28.8429 

* * • * 24.7948 

* * a i 28.8429 
n in* t*2fi.0 

* * * < 28.8429 
ti it m 14 26.0 
*•*4 28.8429 
u it u it 2f». 0 
» » • ♦ 28.8429 
ii is it i« 26.0 

* *•«28.8429 
ii it it ii 26.0 

* * * « 28.8429 
u min 26.0 

* * • «28.8429 
u 13 14 1126.0 
»a i » 24.7948 

* * » « 28.8429 
It is it ic 26.0 

* a « 28.8429 

* » * 28.8429 


*28.5 1**28.8429 


» • 24. 5 
• 1 28 . 5 
li U is ii 26.0 

* • 24.5 
*>28.5 

ll u it ii 26.0 
•*28.5 
u ll u it 26 0 
*•24.5 

• * 28.5 


u it ta t« 26.0 

* • 24.5 
**28.5 

n ll UU26.0 

* * 24.6 
**28.5 
*•24.6 

* * 28.5 
ll 13 1114 26.0 

* * 28.5 
u it ii it 26. 0 

* * 28.5 

U li u u 26.0 

**28.5 
li 13 111*26.0 

a * 28.5 

ii it ii i* 26.0 
**28.5 
14 IS it u 26.0 

* * 28.5 
11 111114 26.0 

* 1 24.5 

* » 28.6 
it 1*1*14 26.0 

*28.5 

*28.5 


5JJ4-362..do.. 

R174-262.do.. 


•611 

467 


468 

566 


.do.. 


13 


Southern Union Gathering Co. 
(acreage in San Juan County, 
N. Mex., San Juan Basin Sub 
Area) (Rocky Moon tain Area). 

7 .... -do 

8 ..... .»■ »»»«».»«. ... «»»»»» 


303 

2,080 


5-30-74 . 
5-31-74 


1,920 5-31-74 _-_.. 

600 5-31-74 . 


7-31-74 
12- 1-74 


12- 1-74 
12- 1-74 


*24.0 

*•24.0 

•28.0 
»• 26.6 


*•25.5 
»• 25.5 


• * » 24.7948 

•28.8429 

• * * 28.8429 

*•26.3 


*•26.3 

*•20.3 


RI74-105. 
U174-83. 
R174-105. 
K174-81. 

R174-105. 
R174-85. 

R174-85. 
RY74-106 
R174-105. 
R174-81. 

R174-105. 
R174-105. 
R174-85. 

R174-105. 
R174-85. 
RI74-106. 
R174-101. 
R 174-ha, 
R174- 
208. 

R174-105. 
R174-106. 
R174-I05. 
R174-105. 
R174-105. 
R174-168. 
R174-105. 
R174-105. 
H174-105. 
HI 74-71. 
R174-105. 
R174-105. 
R174-105. 
RI74-105. 
R174-105. 
R174-ia r ». 
R174-105. 
RI74-105. 
R174-105. 
R174-105. 
R174-105. 
R174-105. 
RI74-105. 
R174-105. 
R174-149. 
R174-105, 
R174-224 
R174-105, 
RI74- 
223. 


R174-71. 


•Unless otherwise stated, the pressure base Is 15.025 lb/ln J a. 

Kuncta contractual reimbursement for the Increase In the New Mexico gas sever- 

•TgSjtoro ?; 510 3 75 Percent. 

euojeet to Btu adjustment, upward and downward from 1.000 Btu’s/ft*. 
k ^«vewd from wells completed subsequent to June 1, 1970, and subject 

i 7?^ ls lkas ed on an estimated Btu content of 1,100 Btu’s/Tt*. 

No 435 8a * ® c ^ vorw i fr 011 * wells completed prior to June 1,1973, and subject to order 

* SSS** ***** Oct. 1 , 1968. % , 

vt *. Wtnt periodic increase plus contractual reimbursement for the in- 
M *ileo Ras severance lax. 

Applies to gas covered by supplement No. 2. 


• Increase to the contract rate for gas covered by supplement No. 2 plus contractual 
reimbursement for the increased Now Mexico severance tax. 

*• Considered “new gas” pursuant to opinion No. 689. 

11 For gas delivered from wells completed prior to June 1, 1970, and subject to 
opinion No. 658. . ., _ .. , 

»* Subject to Btu adjustment downward from 1,000 and upward from 1,050. 

»»24.5 cents base rate plus 1.5 cents tax reimbursement (estimated average for 
counties involved). ... 

*« 26.0 cents plus contractual reimbursement for the increase In the New Mexico 
gas severance tax. 

*» Not stated. 

»* The pressure base Is 14.73 lb/in* a. 
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NOTICES 


The proposed increases which reflect only 
contractual tax reimbursement for the 1.25% 
Increase in the New Mexico Gas Severance 
Tax (which goes into effect on July 1, 1974) 
are suspended for one day from the proposed 
July 1, 1974, effective date in the existing 
suspension proceedings involving underly. 
ing rates which are being collected subject 
to refund. 

The other proposed rate Increases which 
exceed the applicable area celling rate estab¬ 
lished by Opinion No. 658 are suspended for 
five months and the other proposed rate in¬ 
creases which exceed the applicable area 
celling rate in Order No. 435 are suspended 
for one day. 

[PR Doc.74-15280 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 amj 


[Docket Nos. RI74-126 et al.J 

TENNECO OIL CO. 

Rate Changes; Hearing, Suspension and 
Effectiveness 

June 27,1974. 

Respondent has filed a proposed 
change in rate and charge for the juris¬ 
dictional sale of natural gas, as set forth 
in Appendix A hereof. 

The proposed changed rate and charge 
may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly dis¬ 
criminatory, or preferential, or other¬ 
wise unlawful. 

The Commission finds; It Is In the 
public interest and consistent with the 
Natural Gas Act that the Commission 
enter upon a hearing regarding the law- 

Appendix A 


fulness of the proposed change, and that 
the supplement herein be suspended and 
its use be deferred as ordered below. 

The Commission orders: (A) Under 
the Natural Gas Act, particularly sec¬ 
tions 4 and 15. the regulations pertaining 
thereto [18 CFR, Chapter I], and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a public hearing shall be held 
concerning the lawfulness of the pro¬ 
posed change. 

(B) Pending hearing and decision 
thereon, the rate supplement herein is 
suspended and its use deferred until date 
shown in the “Date Suspended Until” 
column. This supplement shall become 
effective, subject to refund, as of the 
expiration of the suspension period 
without any further action by the Re¬ 
spondent or by the Commission. Re¬ 
spondent shall comply with the refund¬ 
ing procedure required by the Natural 
Gas Act and § 154.102 of the regulations 
thereunder. 

(C) Unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission, neither the suspended sup¬ 
plement. nor the rate schedule sought to 
be altered, shall be changed until dis¬ 
position of this proceeding or expiration 
of the suspension period, whichever Is 
earlier. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Docket Respondent ached. 
No. No. 


R174-126.. Teanooo Oil Co.. 1 


RT74-86. 

. ___... 


R174-126. 

R174-86. 

- .do.. ... ..... ...... 

’“*17 

R171-128. 


21 


R174-80.....-do... 

R174-126.do.7 26 


R174-86.do. 

R174-126.do. i'u 


R174-86.do. 

R174-126.do.. *7* 


R174-86.do. 

R174 126.do . 38" 


R174-86.do.._.. 

R174-126.do. 39 


RI74-86.do..... 

R174-86.do—. 45 


R174-126. 


-—..do.. 
.do... 


R174-86.. 


Sup¬ 
ple* I*urchaser and producing area 
meat 
No. 


Amount Date Effectivo Date 

of filing date suspended 

annual ten- unless until— 

increase divrod suspended 


Ceuta per McP 


Rate in 
effect 


Kate in 
effect 

- subject to 
Proposed refund iu 
inoroased rate docket* 
Nos. 


9 El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Basin 

Dakota Field, San Juan County, 
N. Mex., 8an Juan Basin Sub 
Area) (Rocky Mountain Amt). 

;<>.<]o. 

11 .do. 

10 El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Flora 

Vista Field et al.. Rio Arriba 
County et al., N. Mex.. San 
Juan Basin Sub Area) (Rocky 
Mountain Area). 

11 .do. 

9 El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Artec 

(Picture Cliff) Field, San Juan 
County, N. Mex.. Ban Juan 
Basin Sub Area) (Rocky Moun¬ 
tain Area). 

10_do. 

9 El Paso Natural Gas Co. (West 
Kutr Canyon Field, Ran Juan 
County, N. Max., San Juan 
Basin Bub Area) (Rocky Moun¬ 
tain Area). 

10.do. 

10 El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Blanco 

(Mesa Verde) Field, San Juan 
County, N. Mex., San Juan 
Basin Sub Area) (Rocky Moun¬ 
tain Area). 

11 .do. 

9 El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Blanco 

(Pleturo Cliff) Field, Rio Arriba 
County, N. Mex., San Juun 
Basin Sub Area) (Rocky Moun¬ 
tain Area). 

10.do.. 

10 El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Blanco 

(Mesa Vordo) Field, Ulo Arriba 
County, N. Mex. San Juan 
Basin Huh Area) (Rooky Moun¬ 
tain Area). 

11 .do. 

12 El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Basin 

Dakota Field. San Juan 
County, N. Mex.. San Juan 
Basin Sub Area) (Rocky Moun¬ 
tain Area). 

13 _do.... 

10 El Pose Natural Gas Co. (Artec 
(Mesa Verde) Field, San Juan 
County, N. Mex.. Sun Juan 
Basin Sub Area) (Rocky Moun¬ 
tain Area). 

U .do.. 

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 39, NO. 


$261 5-28-74 . 


39 7-2-74 » * 26l 7251 


0) 5-214-74 . 

167 5-28-74 . 

(«) 5-28-74 . 

174 5-28-74 . 

/ 


7-2-74 * • 28.5000 

"7-2-74 ‘*26.7251 

7-2-74 * • 28.5000 

50 7-2-74 ‘*26.7251 


<«) 

5-28-74 ... 

--, 

7-2-74 

*•28.5000 

221 

5-28-74 ... 


1*7-2-74 

**26.7251 

<*> 

5-28-74 .... 


7-2-74 

**28.5000 

181 

5-28-74 .... 


** 7-2-74 

•*26.7251 

(«) 

5-28-74 .... 


7-2-74 

*•28.5000 

91 

5-28-74 .... 


"7-2-74 

* * 26.7261 

<*> 

5-28-74 .... 

-----2 

7-2-74 

*»28.5000 

246 

5-28-74 .... 


"7-3-74 

* * 26.7251 

<‘> ^ 

5-28-74 __ 

-...J 

7-2-74 

* * 28. 5000 

322 

5-28*74 .... 


" 7-2-74 

» * 26. 7251 

(<) 

5 -28-74 ..... 


7-2-74 

**28.5000 

A 400 

5-28- 74 . 


» 7-2-74 

**26.7251 

<«> 

5 28-74_ 


7-2-74 

• • 28.5000 

05 

5-28-74 . 


» 7-2-74 

» * 28.7251 

<«) 

5-28-74 . 


7-2-74 

>•28.5000 
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>•27.0414 R171-126. 


>*•28.8152 RT71-F6. 
** >27.0114 R174-128. 
**•28.8152 RI74-M. 
•*•27.0414 R171-128. 


>••28.8152 Rl74-tA 
• *•27.0414 R174-126 


>••28.8152 RT74-88. 

• >•27.0114 Rm-126 


•*•28.8152 R174-68. 
• *•27.0414 RI74-I36 


*••28.8152 RI74-86. 

• * *27.0114 B174-126. 


*••28.8152 
• *•27.0114 


RI74-80. 
KI74-128. 


**•28.8152 
• > •27.0414 


RI74-S6. 

RI74-128. 


• ••28.8152 BJ74-88. 
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Docket 

No. 


Respondent 


Rot© 8up- 
sched. ple- 
No. merit 
No. 


Purchaser and producing area 


Amount 

of 

annual 

increase 


RI74-KW..-. 


RI74-J63. 
K174-86-. 
RI74-126.. 
R174-S6... 
R174-126.. 
1U74-HB . 
IU74-126. 


11171-^ 

R174-I26.. 


RI74-WV. 

R174-80 


R174-M 

R174-126.. 


R174ST. 
RJ74-126. 


do--- 


*• 13 El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Blanco 
Field. Rio Arriba County, N. 
Mex.. Sun Juan Basin) (Rocky 
Mountain Area). 



14 

.do.. 


15 

.do.. 

51 

10 



11 

.do.. 

67 

0 

_do.. 


10 


ifti 

10 

El Faso 


RI74-86 



10 

.do... 

R174-126-. 


144 

13 

.do... 

R174 86... 

_do...... ............ 


14 

. ..do... 

RI74-146 

..do... 

142 

14 

.do... 

R174 130 

d0,. ._ r ,- - - 

....... 

15 

. do... 

R174-126 

do. 

152 

10 

El Paso 
Daknt: 
Mex.) 

R174-Wf 

. .do... 


11 

. .do... 

Ill74-302 

. .do. 

153 

7 

El Paso 
Field. 
Mex.) 

R174-126 

..dO.. 

* 157 

12 

El Paso ! 
Field. 
Mex.) i 

R174 86. 

- do..-.. .. 


13 

.do.. 

RI74-126 

do..— .. 

» 158 

13 

El Paso 


RI74 m 
R17I-LY, 


$174-66 

RI74-L1. 


H174 86 
R174 m 


RI74M . 
R17H20 


Rl74-8»1 
R174 126. 


W74-1S3 
R174 M 
*174-126.. 


RI74-S6. 

R174-W.. 


$174-130.. 

RI74-126 

R174-153 


R174-120.. 
R174-86... 


176 


ISO 


m 


203 

223 


rt 


Date Effective 

filing date 

ten- unless 

dered suspended 


.6- 26-74 


Date 

suspended 

until— 


Cents per MeP 


Dakota Field, Rio Anil Coun¬ 
ty, N. Mcx., Sun Juun Basin) 
('Rocky Mountuin Area). 

11 . do---- 

120 11 El Paso Natural (Ins Co. (Kulr. 

Field, Sun Juan County. N. 
Mcx., San Juun Busin) t Rocky 
Mountain Ami). 

W.do. . 

121 Hi El Puso Natural Gns Co. (South 

Blanco Field.San Juon County. 
N. Mm.. Sun Juan Basin) 
(Rocky Mount uin Ami). 

11 ... do—.. ---. 

124 11 El Paso Natural tins Co. < Basin 

Dakota Field, San Juan County, 
N. Mex.. Smi Juan Basin) 
(Rocky Mountain Area). 

12 do. . 

120 !» ElPasoNalur.il Gas Co. (Blanco 

Field, Smi Juun County, N. 
Mex. # San Juun Basin) (Roeky 
Mountain Aren). 


El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Basin 
Dakota, San Juan County, N. 
Max.) (Rocky Mountain Area). 


El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Blsti 
Field. Sun Juan County, N. 
Mex.) (Rocky Mountain Aren). 
El Puso Natural (out Co. (Blanco 
Countyi N. 
Mex.) (Rocky Mountain Aren). 

do. . . 

El Paso Natural Uus Co. (South 
Blanco Field. Rio Arriba 
County et ul., N. Mex.) (Rocky 
Mountain Area). 


Arriba 

(Rocky 


62 6-28 74 . 

<‘*) 6-28-74 . 

54 5-28-74 . 

(ii) 5-28-74 
203 6-2*Tl 

<“) 6-28-74 

14 5-28-74 


5-28-74 
4 5-28-71 


(•*» 5-28-74 

2,014 .V 28-74 


(»*) 5 2* 71 

2,123 5-28-74 




<‘>) 

130 

(”) 

34,400 

,.S) 

203 


<*) 


256 

4 


t 4 ) 

4 


. do.... 


14 

.. . .do.. 

< 4 ) 

do. 

161 

15 

El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Angel 
Peak Field, San Juan County. 

N. Mex.) (Rocky Mountain 
Area). 

22 

do.... 


16 

.tin 

< 4 ) 

do.. 

J 162 

12 

El Paso Natural Cos Co. «Artec 
(Picture < hff) Field. San Juun 
County, N. Mex.) (Rocky 
Mountain Area). 

4 

do.... 


13 


P) 

do. 

163 

11 

El Piuto Natural Gas Co. (Blanco 
Field, Sun Juan County, N. 
Mex.) (Rocky Mountain Ami). 

4 

.do_.........__ 


12 

. do_ . . 

< 4 ) 

do. 

172 

7 

El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Basin 

368 


Dakota Field, Kio 
County. N. Mint.) 

Mountain Area). 

.... .do..... 

El Paso Natural (las Co. (Basin 
Dakota Field, Rio Arriba 
County et ul., N. Mex.) t Rock> 
Mountain Aren). 

_do.. i . 

El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Basin 
Dakota Field, San Juan 
Comity. N. Mex.) t Rocky 
Mountain Aren). 

.do... 

El Paso Natural (las Co. (Jlca- 
rllla Field, Rio Arriba County, 
N. Mex.) (Roeky Mountain 
Area). 

.do. 

El Paso Nalural Gas Co. (Blanco 
(Picture Cliff) Field, San Juan 
County. N. Mex.) (Rocky 
Mountain Area). 


d 

208 


10.860 
(*) 

01 


(♦) 

3,041 


(*) 

47 

4,428 


271 

<•) 


6 28 71 
A-»-74 


5 28 74 

5- 28-74 
5 28-74 

6- 28-74 
5-28 71 
5-28 74 


5-28-74 
5 28-74 


5-28-74 

5-28-74 


5-28 74 
6 28 74 


5-28-74 

5-28-74 


5 28-74 
5-28-74 


6-28-74 

5-28-74 


5-28-74 

5-28-74 


5 28-74 . 

5-28-74 

5-28-74 


5-28-74 

5-28-74 


5-28-74 

5-28-74 

5-28-74 


5-28-74 
8-28-74 , 


Rate in 
effect 


Proposed 
increased rut© 


Rate in 
effect 

subject to 
refund in 
dockets 
No 


7-2-74 

“24.5 

•« 21.7700 

RI74 126. 

« 7-2-74 

“ 26.7261. 

• “27.0414 

RI74 153. 

7-2-74 

*» 28.5 

• “ 28.8162 

RI74 W 

to 7-2-74 

>‘26.7251 

*“ 27.0414 

R174-126 

7-2-74 

»»28.5 

* »* 28.8162 

R174 8< 

s* 7-2-74 

“ 26.7251 

•“27.0-114 

It 174 12*». 

7-2-74 

‘*28.6 

• 13 28. 8152 

R174-8W. 

>•7-2-74 

n 26.7251 

•“27.0414 

R! 74-12#* 

7-2-74 

*>28.5 

• i* 28.8152 

R174 86. 

*‘•7-2-74 

“ 26.7251 

•“ 27.0414 

RI74 126. 

7-2-74 

‘*28.5 

• •> 28. 8152 

R174 m;. 

»7-2-74 

“26.7261 

*“ 27.0414 

R174 

7-2-74 

** 28.5 

•‘*28.8152 

11174 ''tl. 

*7-2-74 

“ 26.7251 

•“ 27.‘Mi l 

R171 126. 

7-2-74 

** 28. 5 

•‘*28.8152 

HI74 86 

v 7-2-74 

» 26. 7251 

*“ 27.0114 

H17-1 42ft. 

7-2-74 

‘*28.5 

•‘*28.8152 

R174 8ft 

* 7-2-74 

“ 26.7261 

•“ 27.0414 

RI74 12»i 

7-2-74 

** 28.5 

•‘*28.8152 

R174 8ft 

7-2-74 

“ 26.7144 

•» 27. 030ft 

HI74 lift. 

7-2-74 

»* 28.5 

• ‘* 28.8152 

It 171 130, 

to 7-2-74 

‘“26.7251 

*•“27.0414 

HIT 1 12ft. 

7 2-71 

* * 28.5000 

* * *28.8152 

R174-86. 

7-2-74 

* 28.6000 

* • 28.7007 

RI74 ‘202. 

3* 7-2-71 

‘ > 26.7251 

* M 27.0414 

RI74 !2ft. 

7-2-74 

1 *28.5000 

• * * 28.8152 

RI71 8ft 

30 7-2-74 

‘ »26.7251 

* »« 27.0111 

U174 126. 

7-2-74 

*»28.5000 

**•2X8152 

U171 Aft 

*7-2-74 

* “ 26. 7261 

‘ >“ 27.0114 

R174 12ft. 

7 2-74 

*•28.5000 

• **28.8152 

R17! 8ft. 

» 7-2-74 

‘ * 2ft. 7251 

‘ * 4 27.0414 

RI74 120. 

7-2-74 

* 4 28.5000 

> * • 28.8162 

R174 8ft 

59 7-2 74 

» “ 26.7251 

* *“27. 0414 

It 1.1 12ft. 

7-2-74 

*»28.5(00 

**•28.8162 

It 171 8“ 

» 7-2-71 

‘ “26.7251 

• •“ 27.0414 

R174 12ft. 

7-2 71 

**28.5000 

* * » 28.8152 

HIT4 Mi. 

7-2-74 

< ‘ 4 24.6000 

* • «* 24.7700 

RI74 126, 

" 7-2-71 

» “ 28.7251 

»•»« 27.0414 

K174-153. 

7-2-74 

*»»28.5000 

• • »* 28.8152 

1U74 Sft. 

90 7-3-74 

»“ 26.7251 

»« “27.1414 

111 74 12ft. 

7-2-74 

* * 28.5000 

* * • 28.8162 

RI74 Me 

» 7-2-74 

* * 26.7261 

**27.0414 

It 174 Mi. 

7-2-71 

1 »28.5000 

* * 28.8152 

KI74-128. 

* 7-2-74 

* * 26.7251 

**27.0114 

11174-12*1. 

*• 7-2-74 

* » 26.7261 

* *» 27.0114 

R174-153. 

7-2-74 

• » 24.5000 

* » 24.7700 

R174-12C. 

7-2-74 

* “ 28.5000 

* “ 28.8152 

R174-80. 
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NOTICES 


Docket 

No. 

Respondent 

Rato 

ached. 

No. 

1U74-126_ 

_do . 

225 

K174-86. 

....do. 

1U74-126_ 

...do . 

228 

R174-86. 



R174-128.do.. *230 


1U74 -66 

_do__...... 

R174-126. 

-do,.. 257 

RI71-456 . 



14 t* . . 

R174-86 . . 

...do.. .. 

281 

R174-126. 

. .do. 

282 


R174-86_do..... 


Sup¬ 
ple- Purcliascr and producing urea 
ment 
No. 



7 .do. 

H.do. 

9 El Paso Natural Gan Co. (Blanco 

(Mesa Verde, Field San Juan 
County. N. Me*.) (Rocky 
Mountain Ami). 

10 .do.. 

10 El Paso Natural (las Co. (Blanco 

(Picture ClllT) Field, San Juan 
County N, Max.) (Rocky 
Mountain Aren). 

11 .do... 

o El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Basin 

Dakota Field, San Juan County, 
N. Mex.) (Rocky Mountain 
Area). 

4 1C1 Paso NuturulGas Co. (Gal lop as 
Canyon Field, San Juan 
County. N. Mex.) (Rocky 
Mountain Area). 

4 El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Basin 
Dakota Field. San Juan Coun¬ 
ty. N. Mcx.) (Rocky Mountain 


Amount Date Effective 

of filing date 

annual ton- unless 

increase dered suspended 


'247 


(•) 


117 


(•> 


206 


5-28-74 
5-28-74 .... 
5-28-74 ... 
5-28-74 ... 
5-28-74 ... 


(«) 5- 28-74 .. 

47 5-28-74 


(*) 5-28-74 .. .. 

282 5-28-71 


(*) 5-28-74 .. . 

3,183 5-28-74 . .. 


3 5-28-74.. 


(•) 5-28-74 


Date 

suspended 

until— 


Cents per McT* 


Rale in Proposed 
olfect increased rate 


Rat® in 
effect 
subject u, 

refund h 

dockiu 

Nos. 


** 7-3-74 
7-2-74 
*» 7-2-71 
7-2-74 
» 7-2-74 

3 9 2a 7251 

9 »28.5000 

* * 2a 7251 

9 • 28.5000 

* * 2a 7251 

1 9 27.0414 
91 2a 8152 

1 *27.0114 

9 * 28.815 2 

3 *27.0414 

R174-r* 
RI74-&& 
R174-120, 
R174-86, 

R174-1* 

7-2-74 
» 7-2-74 

3 * 28.5000 

3 9 2a 7251 

* * 28.8132 

3 *27.0414 

R174-*\ 
HI 74-1* 

7-2-74 

7-2-71 

5 4 2a 5000 

3 3 24. 5000 

3 4 28.8152 

3 *24 7709 

RI74-M 

R174-L* 

7-2-74 

7 2-74 

9 » 28. 5000 

9 4 28.5000 

* • 28.8152 
44 28.8152 

RI74J* 

R174-1* 

7-2-74 

3 3 24.5000 

3 >24.7709 

R174-1* 


7-2-74 • 4 28.5000 » 4 28.8152 K171-86. 


* Unless otherwise stated, the pressure base Is 15.025 lb1n*a. 

* Applicable to production from wells completed prior to June 1, 1970. 

* .Subject to Btu adjust ment above 1,050 and lx>low 1.000 Btu. 

9 Subject to Btu adjustment alcove and below 1,000 Btu. 

4 Not available. 

* Applicable to production from welts complele<l on or after June 1, b>70. 

* Reflects contractually due tax reimbursement for tho increased New Mexico 
se vcnuic* tax. 

T Considered “new gas’* pursuant to opinion No. 630. 

* Reflects contractually due tax reimbursement for the l.25-peieent increase In the 
New Mexico severance tax. 

* No current production. 

»° For sales under supplement Nos. 4 and 6 (supplement dated after Oct. 1, 1068). 

*• For wells complelod prior to June l, 1970. 

“ For welLs completed sulwquent to June 1, 1070, on acreage added by supplement 
Nos. 4 and 6 dated after Oct. I, 1968. or for wells commenced on or after Jan. 1, 1073. 

13 Not stuted. 

The proposed tax increases relate to the 
1.25% increase in the New Mexico Gas 
Severance Tax (which goes into effect on 
July 1, 1974). With respect to those increases 
relating to sales covered by Opinion No. 658, 
Tenneco proposes to collect full tax reim¬ 
bursement under the area rate clauses in Its 
contracts. However, the area ceilings estab¬ 
lished in Opinion No. 658 were not changed 
as a result of the subject state tax increase. 
Consequently, Tenneco’s filings are rejected 
to the extent that they exceed the increases 
authorized under the tax reimbursement 
provisions in the subject contracts. However, 
to the extent such filings do not exceed the 
contractually authorized tax reimbursement, 
tbey are suspended for one day in the same 
fashion as Tenneco's other tax Increases. All 
of the proposed increases are suspended for 
one day from the proposed July 1, 1974, effec¬ 
tive date In the existing suspension proceed¬ 
ings involving underlying rates which are 
being collected subject to refund. 

(PR Doc.74-15283 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 amj 


(Docket Nos. RI74-265, etc.( 

RATE CHANGES 

Hearing, Suspension and Effectiveness x 
June 28,1974. 

Respondents have filed proposed 
changes in rates and charges for juris¬ 
dictional sales of natural gas, as set forth 
in Appendix A hereof. 

The proposed changed rates and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, un¬ 
duly discriminatory, or preferential, or 
otherwise unlawful. 


x Does not consolidate for hearing or dis¬ 
pose of the several matters herein. 


14 Subject to Btu adjustment up from 1,050 and down from 1,000 Btu. 

13 For gas from wolLs completed after June 1, 1970, from acreage added by guppP 
meat Nos. 17 and 10 dated after Oot. 1, 1968, or from wells commenced oil or alt.* 
Jan. 1, 1973. 

3 ‘ For gat from wells completed prior to June 1,1070, from acreage added by sinmW- 
men! N’<>s. i: and 10 dated after Oct. 1.1008. 

,T Applies to wells completed jtfior lo June 1, 1970, except for acreage added by 
supplement Nos. 3. 6, 6, and 9. 

u Applies to wells completed prior to June 1,1970, for acreage added by supplement 
Nos. 3, 5. 6, and 9 dated after Oct. 1,1908. 

*• Applicable to wells completed oil ni after June l. 1970, from acreage added by 
supplement Nos. 3, 6, 6, and 9 dated after Oct. 1. 1068. or wells commenced on or 
after Jun. 1, 1973. 

» The increase is rejected ns not contractually authorized to the extent it exeqwb 
the contractually authorized tax reimbursement reflected in tho ‘Trojiosed iiirnwed 
rate" column. 

The Commission finds: It is in the 
public interest and consistent with the 
Natural Gas Act that the Commission 
enter upon hearings regarding the law¬ 
fulness of the proposed changes, and 
that the supplements herein be sus¬ 
pended and their use be deferred as 
ordered below. 

The Commission orders: (A) Under 
the Natural Gas Act, particularly sec¬ 
tions 4 and 15. the regulations pertain¬ 
ing thereto 118 CFR Ch. I], and the Com¬ 
mission's rules of practice and procedure, 
public hearings shall be held concerning 
the lawfulness of the proposed changes. 

(B) Pending hearings and decisions 
thereon, the rate supplements herein 
are suspended and their use deferred 
until date shown in the “Date Suspended 
Until** column. Each of these supple¬ 
ments shall become effective, subject to 
refund, as of the expiration of the sus¬ 
pension period without any further ac¬ 
tion by the Respondent or by the Com¬ 
mission. Each Respondent shall comply 
with the refunding procedure required by 
the Natut-al Gas Act and § 154.102 of the 
regulations thereunder. 

(C) Unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission, neither the suspended sup- 
p’ements, nor the rate schedules sought 
to be altered, shall be changed until dis¬ 
position of these proceedings or expira¬ 
tion of the suspension period, whichever 
is earlier. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 
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Amsvix A 


Docket 

No. 


Respondent 


Rate Sup- 
sched- ple- 


nle 

No. 


ment 

No. 


Purchaser and producing area 


Amount 

of 


increase 


R174-26? • Texas Pacific Oil Co., Inc. 
Atlantic Richfield Co.. 

..do. 


11174-®-. 
J1I74-102-. 


do.. 


37 14 El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Level- (*) 

land Field, Cochran County, 

Tox.) (Permian Basin). 

492 34 El Paso Natural Oal Co. (Jalmat $14.025 

etui., Fields, Lea County, N. 

Mex.) (Permian Basin). 

. .do. -. <•) 

. do . ( 3 ) 


RI74-176.do— 

.do.... 


-do„ 


R174-1X4_- do.. 

R174-70. Phillips Petroleum C o .. 


4fil il El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Eu- 
mont Field, Lea County, N. 
Mex.) (Penuian Basin). 

613 1 to 3 El Paso Natural Gas Co. (James 

Ranch Field. Eddy County N. 
Mex.) (Pennian Basin). 


<•> 


430 


t») 

4.216 


Date 

filing 

tendered 

Effective 

Date 

Cents per Mcf* 

Rate In 
effect sub¬ 
ject to 
reiiuid in 
docket 
No. 

date 

unless 

suspended 

suspended - 
until— 

Rate in 
effect 

Proposed 

increased 

rate 

6-20-74 


0‘) 

17.8019 

18.8191 


« 3-74 

7-1-74 

i* Accepted 

17.9023 

1A0853 


6- 3-74 


7- 2-74 

4 35.0 

•35.387 

R174 -69. 



* 7- 2-74 

*•30.0 

• 37. 2041 

RI74-1U2. 

R174-I70. 

6- 3 -74 


1 8-30-74 

* * 36.0 

*37.2041 


0- 8 74 

7-1-74 

•* Accepted 

17.852 

iao 


6- 3-74 


<W J-74 

• »• 86.0 

* 30. 298 

R174-184. 

6- 3-74 


7- 2-74 

$7. 74 

38. 1240 

HI74-70. 


• TTnlasa otherwise stated, the pressure base is 14.65 lb/in*a. .. 

• Effective date for that portion of tin* total rate not exceeding the applicable area 

"fjSSSve dale for that portion of the total rate that exceeds the applicable area 
ceiling rate. > 

•AppUrahle to sales made pursuant to Supplements Nos. 23 and 25. 

• Anmieablc to sales made pursuant to supplements Nos. li», 21, and 31. 

‘eSJcUvc subject to refund In Docket No. B,I74 -103 

made pursuant to Supplements Nos. 10 and 21 and suspendedIn Docket No. KL I ht* 
insofar as it pertains to sales made pursuant to Supplement No. 31. 


i Effective date for increase insofar as it pertains to sales made jrarauan* to Supple - 
ment No. 31. ... 0 . 

» Effective date for Increase Insofar as it pertains to sales mode pursuant to Supple¬ 
ments Nos. 10 and 21. M 

• Applicable to sales inode pursuant to Supplement No. 8. 

*• Suspended in Docket No. R174-184. . „ __ 

u Accepted Insofar as It does not exceed the applicable ceiling rate of 17.83 cents 
under Opinion No. fi<J2 effective Aug. 1, 1074, the contractually due date and sus¬ 
pended for 5 months until Jan. 1,1076, Insofar w> it exceeds such ceiling rate. 

•* Accepted to become effective as of the date set forth in the “Effective Date 1 n- 
less Suspended'* column. 


The proposed rate increase of Texas Pa¬ 
cific Oil Company. Inc. to 18.8191 1 per Mcf 
is suspended for five months insofar as it 
exceeds the applicable area ceiling rate in 
Opinion No. 662, and is accepted as of the 
contractually due date, insofar as the rate 
does not exceed the applicable ceiling rate. 

The other proposed increases reflect the 
increase in the New Mexico Severance Tax. 
Those which do not exceed the applicable 
ceiling rate are accepted. The rates under¬ 
lying the other tax increases are either under 
suspension or being collected subject to re¬ 
fund. Consequently, the tax increases relat¬ 
ing thereto will be suspended in the existing 
suspension proceedings until July 2, 1974 
(one day from the effective date of the tax 
increase) or the date of expiration of the 
existing suspension period for the underlying 
rate, whichever is later. 

(FR Doc.74-15335 Piled 7-8-74:8:45 ami 


hearing for the purpose of further con¬ 
sideration. 

The Commission orders: 

The applications and petitions for re¬ 
hearing are granted for the purpose of 
further consideration by the Commission. 

By the Commission. 

I seal] Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-15342 Filed 7-3 74;8:45 am( 


(Docket No. RM74-24] 

AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION 
ACQUIRED BY STAFF INVESTIGATION 

Rehearing 

June 28,1974. 

On May 2, 1974, the Commission is¬ 
sued in this proceeding Order No. 509 
entitled, “Order Establishing Policy on 
Availability of Information Acquired by 
Staff Investigation/’ Applications and 
Petitions for Rehearing or for Recon¬ 
sideration have been filed by Union Oil 
Company of California and by Mobil Oil 
Corporation on May 31, 1974; by Amoco 
Production Company and by Exxon 
Corporation on June 3,1974; by Superior 
On Company on June 10, 1974; and by 
CmttPany on June 13, 

Although we do not believe rehearing 
lies with respect to a policy statement, 
^lely for the purpose of additional time 
10 insider the foregoing submissions 
without expressing any opinion upon 

Qe mer ^ 8 of such filings, we grant re¬ 


i Docket No. CP73-3341 

EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO. 

Notice of Petition To Amend 

June 28, 1974. 

Take notice that on June 11, 1974, El 
Paso Natural Gas Company (Petitioner), 
P.O. Box 1492, El Paso, Texas 79978, filed 
In Docket No. CP73-334 a petition to 
amend the order of the Commission is¬ 
sued in the subject docket on October 10. 
1973 (50 FPC —), pursuant to section 
7(c) of the Natural Gas Act so as to ex¬ 
tend the authorizations granted to per¬ 
mit Petitioner to utilize withdrawals 
from its Rhodes Reservoir storage facility 
in Lea County, New Mexico, during the 
1974-75 heating season, all as more fully 
set forth in the petition to amend which 
is on file with the Commission and open 
to public inspection. 

Petitioner is currently authorized in 
the subject docket to construct and op¬ 
erate certain facilities required for the 
injection into and withdrawal of gas from 
the Rhodes Reservoir and to transport 
and sell gas withdrawn from Rhodes Res¬ 
ervoir to Petitioner’s east-of-California 
distributor and direct sale customers dur¬ 
ing the 1973-74 heating season as needed 
to prevent curtailment of the Priority 1 
and 2 requirements of such customers. 
Such authorization terminated coin¬ 
cident with the end of the 1973-74 heat¬ 
ing season on March 31, 1974. 


The petition states that primarily as a 
result of mild weather and the acquLsi- 
tion of new emergency short term sup¬ 
plies, storage withdrawals from Rhodes 
Reservoir were not required to be made 
during the 1973-74 heating season and. 
thus, approximately 2,166,000 Mcf of 
stored working gas is immediately avail¬ 
able for withdrawal. Accordingly, Peti¬ 
tioner requests that the Commission 
amend its order issued October 10, 1973. 
in Docket No. CP73-334, so as to extend 
the authorizations previously granted to 
permit Petitioner to utilize its Rhodes 
Reservoir storage facility as may be 
necessary for the protection of Priority 1 
and 2 requirements of its east-of-Cali- 
fomia distributor and direct sale cus¬ 
tomers during the 1974-75 heating sea¬ 
son. 

Petitioner states that such extended 
storage service will be provided under 
terms and conditions essentially identi¬ 
cal to those authorized for the 1973-74 
heating season, as set forth in its Tariff. 
Petitioner proposes to apply a surcharge 
amount of 0.54 cent per Mcf to the Prior¬ 
ity 1 and 2 requirements of its east-of- 
Califomia distributor and direct sale 
customers to recover its costs associated 
with making the storage supply avail¬ 
able for the 1974-75 heating season and 
also proposes to extend the withdrawal 
period from November through March to 
a period extending from November 
through April. 

Petitioner states that no additional 
facilities must be installed to implement 
the instant proposal and no change in the 
authorized storage quantity is proposed. 
Petitioner further states that the with¬ 
drawal of gas from the Rhodes Reservoir 
as may be required to protect Priority 1 
and 2 requirements of east-of-California 
customers during the 1974-75 heating 
season will not affect the availability or 
the deliveries of gas to Petitioner’s cus¬ 
tomers since Rhodes withdrawals w ill not 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 130—FRIDAY, JULY 5, 1974 























21698 


NOTICES 


require curtailment and concomitant In¬ 
jections of additional quantities of gas. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition to amend should on or before 
July 23, 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission. Washington. D.C. 20426, a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with tlie requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15346 Filed 7-3-74;8:46 am] 


I Docket No. RI74—12] 

HONDO OIL & GAS CO. 

Order Providing for Hearing on and Sus¬ 
pension of Proposed Change in Rate, 
and Allowing Rate Change To Become 
Effective Subject to Refund 

June 28, 1974. 

Respondent lias filed a proposed 
change in rate and charge for the Juris¬ 
dictional sale of natural gas, as set forth 
in Appendix A hereof. 

The proposed changed rate and charge 
may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly dis¬ 
criminatory, or preferential, or other¬ 
wise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is in the 
public interest and consistent with the 
Natural Gas Act that the Commission 
enter upon a hearing regarding the law¬ 
fulness of the proposed change, and that 
the supplement herein be suspended and 
its use be deferred as ordered below. 

The Commission orders: (A) Under 
the Natural Gas Act, particularly sec¬ 
tions 4 and 15. the regulations pertaining 
thereto [18 CFR, Chapter U, and the 
Afpkndk A 


Commission’s rules of practice and pro 
cedure, a public hearing shall be held 
concerning of the lawfulness of the pro 
posed change. 

(B> Pending hearing and decision 
thereon, the rate supplement herein is 
suspended and its use deferred until date 
shown in the “Date. Suspended Until" 
column. This supplement shall become 
effective, subject to refund, as of the ex¬ 
piration of the suspension period with¬ 
out any further action by the Respond¬ 
ent or by the Commission. Respondent 
shall comply with the refunding proce¬ 
dure required by the Natural Gas Act 
and § 154.102 of the regulations there¬ 
under. 

(C) Unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission, neither the suspended sup¬ 
plement, nor the rate schedule sought to 
be altered shall be changed until disposi¬ 
tion of this proceeding or expiration of 
the suspension period, whichever is ear¬ 
lier. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 


Pocket Respondent 

No. 


Rato Snp- 
ached- pte- 
ulo in out 

No. No. 


Purchaser and producing area 


Amount Data Effective 
of filing dato 
animal tendered unless 
increase suspended 


Date Cents per Mcf* eiloct sub* 

suspended --- Ject to 

until— Rate in Proposed refund in 
effect increased docket 
rate No. 


R171—12— Hondo Oil & Gas Co-- 5 2 to 5 Transwest cm Pipeline Co. (Boll $38 6-31-74 

Lake Field, Lea County, N. 

Max.) (Permian Basin). 


7-3-74 23.6563 23. SMI RI74-12. 


Unless otherwise stated, the pressure base is 14.65 lb/ln*a. 


The proposed rate increase reflects partial 
reimbursement for the Increase in the New 
Mexico Severance Tax. The underlying rate 
la being collected subject to refund, and 
therefore the tax Increase la suspended in 
the existing suspension proceeding until 
July 2, 1974 (one day from the effective date 
of the tax Increase). 

(FR Doc.74-15334 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. CP73-213J 

MOUNTAIN FUEL SUPPLY CO. 

Notice of Amendment to Application 
June 27,1974. 

Take notice that on March 14, 1974, 
Mountain Fuel Supply Company (Appli¬ 
cant), 180 East First South Street. Salt 
Lake City, Utah 84111, filed in Docket No. 
CP73-213 an amendment to its applica¬ 
tion filed on February 7, 1973, in said 
docket requesting a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
the construction, installation and opera¬ 
tion of natural gas transportation facil¬ 
ities so as to change its originally pro¬ 
posed pipeline route, all as more fully 
set forth in the amendment which Is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

In its original application filed in the 
instant docket, Applicant proposed to 
construct, install and operate approxi¬ 
mately 34.2 miles of 20-inch diameter 
pipeline extending from a point on Appli¬ 
cant’s main transmission line near Coal¬ 


ville, Summit County, Utah, to Appli¬ 
cant’s distribution lines near Farming- 
ton, Davis County, Utah. Applicant, in 
response to objections by the Forest 
Service that its original route passes 
through a denuded area which was previ¬ 
ously devastated by mud flows, has se¬ 
lected a new route which Applicant states 
is acceptable to the Forest Service. Ap¬ 
plicant, therefore, now proposes to con¬ 
struct and operate approximately 33.2 
miles of 20-inch pipeline extending from 
Applicant’s existing pipeline near Coal¬ 
ville to Applicant’s distribution lines in 
the Great Salt Lake Valley near Bounti¬ 
ful, Utah, about six miles south of the 
terminus originally proposed. 

Applicant indicates the proposed 
change in route will affect gas flow and 
risk of earthquake in only a minor way 
and that the overall cost of the project 
will not change. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said amendment should on or before 
July 15, 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
reg ulatio ns under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 


Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file 
a petition to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15343 FUed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. RP74-961 

NATURAL GAS PIPELINE COMPANY OF 
AMERICA 

Order Accepting and Suspending Proposed 
Tariff Sheets and Providing lor Hearing 

June 28.1974. 

On May 31, 1974 Natural Gas Pipeline 
Company of America (Natural) tendered 
for filing proposed changes in its FPC 
Gas Tariff 1 to provide for a $58.3 million 
annual increase in Jurisdictional revenues 
above the revenues collected under the 
rates presently in effect subject to re¬ 
fund at Docket No. RP73-110. 

Natural states that the jurisdictional 
rates proposed herein are designed to 


* Third Revised Volume No. 1: Seventeenth 
Revised Sheet No. 5, Fourth Revised Sheet 
No. 119, Third Revised Sheet No. 120-A. 

Second Revised Volume No. 2: Seventh Re¬ 
vised Sheet No. 220, First Revised Sheet No. 
270. 
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enable Natural to recover its increased 
Jurisdictional cost of service for the test 
r* *riod which is based on the twelve 
months ended February 28. 1974, ad¬ 
justed to include the annualized effect 
of changes which are known and meas¬ 
urable with reasonable accuracy and 
which will become effective by Novem¬ 
ber 30. 1974. In addition to increased 
costs associated with advance payments. 
Natural states that the principal In¬ 
creased costs result from a proposed in¬ 
crease in overall rate of return to 10.14 
percent which would permit a rate of re¬ 
turn to equity of 15.25 percent and a 
change in depreciation rate to 5.0 percent 
for all property which formerly was 
depreciated at a 3.5 percent rate. The 
settlement pending Commission approval 
at Docket No. RP73-110 provides for a 
3.9 percent rate effective December 1, 
1973. 

Natural states that the rates and 
charges proposed were derived from de¬ 
mand and commodity costs components 
utilizing an unmodified Seaboard cost 
classification and allocation. A settle¬ 
ment proposed in Docket No. RP73-110 
Is before the Commission wherein pro¬ 
posed Interim settlement rates are based 
on an unmodified Seaboard cost alloca¬ 
tion. pending the Commission’s decision 
on rate design which was tried separately 
in that docket at a hearing which ended 
March 20,1974. 

Natural has also included approxi¬ 
mately $19 million of facility costs in 
its rate base which were not certified at 
the time of filing, and therefore, requests 
waiver of § 154.63(c) (2) (ii) of the Reg¬ 
ulations to permit inclusion of such costs. 
Authorization for facilities in Docket Nos. 
CP74-254. CP74-295. CP74-101, CP74-204 
and CP74-283 is still pending. In the 
event these facilities are not certified and 
placed in service prior to December 1. 
1974. Natural shall file revised tariff 
sheets adjusting its rates to reflect elimi¬ 
nation of such facilities and shall also 
file supplemental cost and revenue data 
which reflects the elimination of these 
non-certiflcated facilities from its Sec¬ 
tion 4(e) application in these proceed¬ 
ings. 

Our review of the filing indicates that 
it raises certain issues which may re¬ 
quire development in an evidentiary 
hearing. The proposed increase in rates 
and charges have not been shown to be 
just and reasonable and may be unjust, 
unreasonable, unduly discriminatory or 
preferential or other wise unlawful. We 
shall therefore order a suspension of the 
rates proposed herein for the full stat¬ 
utory period, and establish an eviden¬ 
tiary hearing. 

As we have previously noted, Natural 
« proposing rates reflecting the unmod¬ 
ified Seaboard method of cost classifica¬ 
tion. allocation and rate design. In light 
oi our policy of considering competitive 
juel prices in setting commodity rate 
levek and of the present supply and 
market conditions on Natural’s system. 

Pities to this proceeding should di¬ 
rect their attention, and file any evi¬ 
dence they wish to submit, as to the pro¬ 


priety of the continued use of the Sea¬ 
board method on Natural’s system as 
well as the propriety of the use of alter¬ 
nate methods of cost classification, allo¬ 
cation and rate design which may more 
closely reflect or implement the Commis¬ 
sion’s objectives in this area. 1 We find 
that this approach is reasonable in light 
of our finding in United Gas Pipe line 
Co., Opinion No. 671, that in times of a 
natural gas shortage, “rate structures 
which yield different average prices are 
per se discriminatory*’. 3 

The Commission finds: 

(1) The proposed increased rates and 
charges have not been shown to be just 
and reasonable and may be unjust, un¬ 
reasonable, unduly discriminatory or 
preferential, or otherwise unlawful. 

(2) It is necessary and proper in the 
public interest and to the enforcement 
of the provisions of the Natural Gas 
Act that the Commission enter upon a 
hearing concerning the lawfulness of the 
rates and charges contained in Natural’s 
FPC Gas Tariff as proposed to be 
amended in this docket, and that the 
tendered tariff sheets be suspended as 
hereinafter provided. 

(3) The disposition of this proceed¬ 
ing should be expedited In accordance 
with the procedure set forth below. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Natural’s tariff sheets as filed 
May 31. 1974 are accepted for filing as 
hereinafter ordered. 

(B) Pursuant to the authority of 
the Natural Gas Act, particularly sec¬ 
tions 4 and 5 thereof, the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure and the 
regulation under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR Chapter I), a public hearing 
shall be held commencing on Decem¬ 
ber 9. 1974 at 10 a.m. in a hearing room 
of the Federal Power Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington, 
D.C. 20426, concerning the lawfulness of 
the rates, charges, classification, and 
service contained in Natural's FPC Gas 
Tariff, as proposed to be amended. 

(C) On or before October 28, 1974, the 
Commission Staff shall serve its prepared 
testimony and exhibits. The prepared 
testimony and exhibits of any or all in- 
tervenors shall be served on or before 
November 11,1974. Any rebuttal evidence 
by Natural shall be served on or before 
November 25. 1974. 

(D) A Presiding Administrative Law 
Judge to be designated by the Chief Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge for that purpose 
shall preside at the hearing in this pro¬ 
ceeding, shall prescribe relevant pro¬ 
cedural matters not herein provided, and 
shall control this proceeding in accord¬ 
ance with the policies expressed in § 2.59 
of the Commission's rules of practice and 
procedure. 


*See: Columbia Gas Transmissi on C orp., 
et al.. Docket Nos. RP74-82 and RP74-61, 
order issued May 31. 1974, particularly au¬ 
thority cited therein at footnote 3. 

* See alBo: Northern Natural Gas Company, 

_FPC__ Issued January 4, 1974. in 

Docket Nos. RP71-107 (Phase II) and RP72- 
127. 


(E> Pending such hearing and deci¬ 
sion thereon Natural’s proposed revised 
tariff sheets are hereby suspended and 
the use thereof is deferred until Decem¬ 
ber 1, 1974, or until such time as they 
are made effective in the manner pro¬ 
vided in the Natural Gas Act; provided 
that such tariff sheets reflect inclusion 
of only those facilities which are the sub¬ 
ject of Docket Nos. CP74-254, CP74-101. 
CP74-204 and CP74-283 certified and in 
service on or before December 1,1974. 

By the Commission. 

TsealI Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.74-15338 Piled 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


l Docket No. RP74-801 

NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 

Hearing, Procedures, Tariff Sheets, Etc.; 

Correction 

June 19, 1974. 

In the Order Providing For Hearing. 
Establishing Procedures, Accepting and 
Suspending Proposed Revised Tariff 
Sheets. Permitting Interventions, and 
Consolidating Proceedings Issued May 20, 
1974, and published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister on May 28, 1974, 39 FR 18478, Page 
18480. Appendix B: change “Nowiowa 
Public Service Company” to “Iowa Public 
Service Company” and change “Southern 
Rate Authority” to “Suburban Rate 
Authority”. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.74-15336 Piled 7-3-74:8:45 amj 


(Docket No. RP74-88] 

NORTH PENN GAS CO. 

Order Accepting for Filing and Suspending 
Proposed Rate Increase, Permitting In¬ 
tervention and Establishing Procedures 

June 28. 1974. 

On May 15, 1974, North Penn Gas 
Company (North Penn) filed Twelfth 
Revised Sheet No. PGA-1 to its FPC Gas 
Tariff. First Revised Volume No. 1 which 
would increase its rates by $970,491 an¬ 
nually. In addition to the general in¬ 
creases In rates, North Penn is also in¬ 
cluding in the P-1 Rate Schedule, First 
Revised Volume No. I, 1 a Gross Receipt 
Tax surcharge due to the imposition 
of a tax by the Commonwealth of Penn¬ 
sylvania in the amount of $415,636 upon 
the gross receipts from interstate sales 
for the year 1972. North Penn states that 
for the year 1973 and January-March 
1974, the tax imposed on sales will be 
$529,822. 

North Penn states that the principal 
reasons for the proposed rate increase 
are the need to recover the cost of serv¬ 
ice which reflects the impact of general 
inflation in costs in its pipeline oper¬ 
ations. and to provide a rate of return 


, x Thirty-eighth Revised Sheet No. 5 and 
Original Sheet No. 5A; and Twelfth Revised 
Sheet No. PGA-1. 


No. 180—Pt. I-11 
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of 9.5 percent. North Penn proposes an 
effective date of July 1,1974. 

North Penn states that it has filed a 
petition with the Auditor General and 
the Secretary of Revenue of the Com¬ 
monwealth of Pennsylvania contesting 
the imposition of the tax on interstate 
sales. North Penn states that tf it is suc¬ 
cessful in contesting the imposition of 
the tax by the Commonwealth of Penn¬ 
sylvania, any revenues collected from its 
P-1 Rate Schedule Customers under this 
surcharge will be refunded with interest 
at the rate of 7 percent per annum from 
the date of payment to North Penn to 
the date of refund. 

Notice of the filing was issued on 
May 21, 1974 with all comments and 
petitions to intervene to be filed on or 
before June 3, 1974. The Public Service 
Commission of the state of New York 
(New York) filed a timely Notice of In¬ 
tervention on May 30. 1974. New York 
requests a hearing on the application 
pursuant to the provisions of Section 4 of 
the Natural Gas Act. On June 10, 1974 
Corning Natural Gas Corporation filed 
an untimely Petition to Intervene. Peti¬ 
tioner requests permission to intervene 
since it purchases substantial quantities 
of natural gas from North Penn. We 
believe that good cause exists to giant 
this untimely petition to intervene. 

Our review of North Penn’s filing indi¬ 
cates that the proposed rate increase has 
not been shown to be just and reason¬ 
able and may be unjust, unreasonable or 
unduly discriminatory. Accordingly, we 
shall suspend the proposed increase for 
five months and establish hearing proce¬ 
dures to determine the justness and rea¬ 
sonableness of the proposed change in 
rates, terms and conditions contained 
therein. 

However, we also note that North Penn 
has filed a tariff sheet, Original Sheet No. 
5A, which would incorporate a Gross 
Receipts Tax automatic adjustment pro¬ 
vision into Rate Schedule P-1 of North 
Penn’s FPC Gas Tariff. Moreover, the 
rates for Rate Schedule P-1 have the 
Gross Receipts Tax Surcharge stated 
separately from the Base Tariff Rates in¬ 
cluded therein (Twelfth Revised Sheet 
No. PGA-1). North Penn requests waiver 
of 5 154.38(d)(3) of the regulations to 
permit the filing of these tariff sheets. 

Sections 154.38(d) (3), (4), and (5) 
provide that pipelines may not include 
permanent automatic rate adjustment 
provisions in their tariffs for costs other 
than purchased gas and research and 
development expenditures. We have con¬ 
sistently refused to permit waiver of the 
provisions of these sections* Morover, 
North Penn has not set forth sufficient 
grounds to justify such a waiver. Accord¬ 
ingly, we shall deny North Penn’s request 
for waiver of § 154.38(d)(3) of the reg- 


3 Southern Natural Gas Company. _ 

FPC_issued April 13, 1973, in Docket No. 

RP72-91, et a 14 rehearing denied_FPC 

___ issued June 8, 1973; Northern Natural 

Gas Company, _FPC__ issued May 20, 

1974. in Docket No. RP74-80; Florida Gas 

Transmission Company, _FPC-issued 

May 29, 1974, in Docket No. 74-75. 


ulations and shall reject Original Sheet 
No. 5A containing the adjustment pro¬ 
vision and Twelfth Revised Sheet No. 
PGA-1 w’hich states the rates for Rate 
Schedule PL-1 and require North Penn 
to refile a substitute tariff Sheet No. 
PGA-1 w’hich incorporates the rate effect 
of this filing in the Base Tariff Rate 
rather than as a separate Gross Receipt 
Tax Surcharge adjustment to the Base 
Tariff Rate. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) The proposed changes in rates and 
charges tendered by North Penn on 
May 21. 1974 should be accepted for fil¬ 
ing. 

<2> The proposed change in rates and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, 
unduly discriminatory, preferential or 
otherwise unlawful under section 4 of the 
Natural Gas Act and should be sus¬ 
pended for the full statutory period and 
set for hearing. 

<3> Good cause exists to deny North 
Penn’s request for waiver of § 154.38(d) 
(3) of the regulations, reject Original 
Sheet No. 5A and Twelfth Revised Sheet 
No. PGA-1, and to require North Penn, 
to file a substitute tariff Sheet No. PGA-1 
within 30 days of the date of issuance of 
tliis order, which incorporates the rate 
effect of this filing in North Penn’s Base 
Tariff Rate for Rate Schedule PL-1. 

(4) Good cause exists to permit the in¬ 
tervention of the above-named inter- 
venors. 

The Commission orders: 

< A) Pending a hearing and a decision 
thereon. North Penn’s proposed changes 
in its rates and charges, tendered May 21, 
1974. are accepted for filing and sus¬ 
pended for the full statutory term and 
the use thereof deferred until Decem¬ 
ber 1, 1974. or until such time as they 
are made effective in the manner pro¬ 
vided by the Natural Gas Act, subject 
to the provisions of Ordering Paragraph 
B below\ 

<B) North Penn’s request for waiver 
of 5 154.38<d) (3) is denied. Original 
Sheet No. 5A and Twelfth Revised Sheet 
No. PGA-1 are rejected, and North Penn 
is hereby ordered to file, within 30 days 
of the date of issuance of this order, a 
substitute tariff sheet No. PGA-1 which 
incorporates the rate effect of this filing 
into North Penn’s Base Tariff Rate for 
Rate Schedule PL-1. 

(C) Pursuant to authority of the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act, particularly section 4 
thereof, and the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedure and the regula¬ 
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR. Chapter I), a public hearing shall 
be held on November 5, 1974 at 10 a.m. 
in a hearing room of the Federal Power 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE.. Washington, D.C. 20426 concerning 
the lawfulness of North Penn's proposed 
rate increase. 

<D) On or before September 20, 1974, 
the Commission Staff shall serve its pre¬ 
pared testimony and exhibits concerning 
the proposed amendment. Any prepared 
testimony and exhibits of Petitioners 
shall be served on or before October 4, 
1974. Any rebuttal evidence by the com¬ 
pany shall be served on or before Octo¬ 
ber 18, 1974. 


(E) A Presiding Administrative Law 
Judge to be designated by the Chief Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge for that purpose 
(See Delegation of Authority, is CFR 
3.5(d)), shall preside at the hearing in 
this proceeding, shall prescribe relevant 
procedural matters not herein provided 
and shall control this proceeding in ac¬ 
cordance with the policies expressed in 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure. 

(F) The above named petitioners are 
hereby permitted to intervene in this 
proceeding, subject to the rules and regu¬ 
lations of the Commission: Provided 
however , That the participation of such 
intervenors shall be limited to matters 
affecting the rights and interests specifi¬ 
cally set forth in the respective petition 
to intervene; and Provided , further, That 
the admission of such intervenor shall 
not be construed as recognition that it 
might be aggrieved because of any order 
or orders issued by the Commission in 
this proceeding. 

(G) Nothing contained herein should 
be construed as limiting the rights of the 
parties to this proceeding regarding the 
convening of conferences or offers of 
settlement pursuant to 5 1.18 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 

<H) The Secretary of the Commission 
shall cause prompt publication of this 
order in the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

I seal] Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary 

|FR Doc.74-15340 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 am| 


(Docket Nos. RP73-64 and RP72-911 

SOUTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 

Order Accepting for Filing and Suspending 

in Part Proposed Change in Rates. 

Granting Intervention, and Establishing 

Hearing Procedures 

June 28.1974. 

Southern Natural Gas Company 
(Southern), on May 16. 1974, tendered 
for filing proposed changes in its FPC 
Gas Tariff 1 to become effective July 1, 
1974. Southern states that the proposed 
changes w r ould reflect additional advance 
payments which would increase the 
jurisdictional cost of service by $1,054.- 
304; a decrease in the cost of transporta¬ 
tion by Sea Robin Pipeline Company’ 
(Sea Robin) which would decrease the 
jurisdictional cost of service by $199,- 
040; and an increase in the current cost 
of purchased gas of $8,590,471 together 
with a surcharge adjustment to recover 
deferred purchased gas costs of 
$6,245,506. 

This filing w r as noticed on May 23.1974. 
with petitions to intervene due on or be¬ 
fore June 5, 1974. The Commission Staff 
filed comments on June 3,1974, question¬ 
ing the propriety of the expenditures for 
advance payments included in this filing 
On June 5,1974, Atlanta Gas Light Com¬ 
pany filed a petition to intervene. 

1 Seventh Revised Sheet No. 4A to Sis.h 
Revised Volume No. 1. 
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Our review of this filing and the pro¬ 
posed rates included therein indicate 
that the proposed rates have not wholly 
been shown to be just and reasonable and 
may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly dis¬ 
criminatory or preferential or otherwise 
unlawful. We shall accordingly order a 
suspension in part of the rates proposed 
herein for one day. We shall also accept 
for filing and permit to become effective 
on July 1. 1974. the other part of the 
rates proposed herein and establish hear¬ 
ing procedures for the advance payments 
portion of -his part of the rates. 

The reduction in transportation costs 
Is based on Sea Robins’ revised settle¬ 
ment rates in Docket No. RP73-47 as 
approved May 3. 1974 and will flow 
through the reduced transportation costs 
therefrom. We shall accept for filing and 
permit this part of the proposed rate 
change to become effective July 1, 1974. 

That part of the proposed rate increase 
which is based on advance payments is 
pursuant to Southern’s Stipulation and 
Agreement. Article m in Docket No. 
RP72-91. et aL, approved by Commis¬ 
sion order issued July 23, 1973, and, in 
accordance with the terms of that agree¬ 
ment, cannot be suspended, but can be 
made subject to refund. Our review of 
these advance payments indicates that 
they have not been shown to be reasona¬ 
ble and appropriate in that they may be 
in excess of costs for exploration, devel¬ 
opment and production Incurred by the 
producer within a reasonable time from 
the date such amounts are included in 
Southern’s rate base.* Therefore, we shall 
accept them for filing, permit them to be¬ 
come effective on July 1, 1974. and set 
them for hearing as hereinafter ordered. 

Southern’s proposed PGA increase also 
includes several small producer and em¬ 
ergency purchases. Southern’s proposed 
purchased gas adjustment will be ac¬ 
cepted for filing, suspended for one day, 
exclusive of the amounts related to the 
reduction of transportation costs by Sea 
Robin, and permitted to become effec¬ 
tive thereafter subject to refund. 

With regard to the question of the 
small producer purchases, we note that 
the Supreme Court in Federal Power 
Commission v. Texaco, Inc., et al.* re¬ 
cently remanded the question of the 
standards the Commission must use in 
determining the justness and reason¬ 
ableness of the prices for small producer 
purchases pursuant to Commission Or¬ 
der No. 428. Similarly, the Commission’s 
Order No. 491 regarding emergency pur¬ 
chases is presently the subject of court 
action. 1 We believe, therefore, that it 
would be premature to order a hearing 
with regard to the proposed PGA in¬ 
crease at this time. We shall permit these 
fates to be charged subject to refund as 


a Order No. 499,_FPC_issued De¬ 

fter 28. 1973. hi Docket No. RM74-4; re- 

Nfcrtng denied. - FPC _ issued 

February 22. 1974. 

“Docket Nos. 72-1490 and 72-1491. Opinion 
issued June 10. 1974 . 

rlZT U7ner Fede ™tion of America v. FPC , 
Docket No. 73-2009. petition filed 
September 21 , 1973. 


of July 2, 1974, pending further order in 
this docket. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) That portion of Southern’s filing 
reflecting the advance payments and the 
reduced transportation costs of Sea 
Robin should be accepted for filing and 
permitted to become effective on July 1, 
1974, as hereinafter ordered and condi¬ 
tioned. 

(2) The balance of Southern’s filing, 
reflecting the increase in purchased gas 
costs should be accepted for filing, sus¬ 
pended and permitted to become effec¬ 
tive on July 2, 1974, subject to refund 
pending further Commission order in 
this docket. 

(3> Good cause exists to permit the 
intervention of the above mentioned 
petitioners. 

(4> It is necessary and proper in the 
public interest and to aid in the enforce¬ 
ment of the Natural Gas Act that the 
Commission enter upon a hearing con¬ 
cerning the lawfulness of the rates and 
charges in Southern’s FPC Gas Tariff, 
as proposed to be amended herein with 
respect to advanced payments. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act. particularly section 4 
thereof, the Commission’s rules and regu¬ 
lations (18 CFR, Chapter I> a hearing 
shall be held on November 12, 1974, at 10 
a.m., e.d.t.. In a healing room of the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426 concerning lawfulness of the rates 
to be charged as a result of Southern’s 
May 16. 1974, filing exclusive of amounts 
relating to the decrease in the cost of 
transportation of gas by Sea Robin and 
the proposed PGA increase. 

(B) On or before August 15. 1974, 
Southern shall file its direct testimony 
and exhibits. On or before October 1, 
1974, the Commission Staff shall file its 
prepared testimony and exhibits. Any in- 
tervenor testimony and exhibits shall be 
filed on or before October 15. 1974, and 
any rebuttal testimony and exhibits by 
Southern shall be filed on or before Oc¬ 
tober 29. 1974. 

(C) A Presiding Administrative Law 
Judge to be designated by the Chief Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge for that purpose 
(See Delegation of Authority, 18 CFR 
3.5(d) ), shall preside at the hearing in 
this proceeding, shall prescribe relevant 
procedural matters not herein provided, 
and shall control this proceeding in ac¬ 
cordance with the policies expressed in 
$ 2.59 of the Commission’s rules of prac¬ 
tice and procedure. 

(D) That part of Southern’s proposed 
rate change reflecting the decrease in 
transportation costs from Sea Robin and 
that part reflecting the increase based on 
the advance payments are accepted for 
filing and will be permitted to become 
effective July 1, 1974, Provided , however, 
That the advance payments are hereby 
made subject to refund pending a deter¬ 
mination of the reasonableness and ap¬ 
propriateness of such payments in the 
proceedings as established in Ordering 
paragraph (A) above. 


(E> That part of Southern’s proposed 
rate filing relating to the cost of pur¬ 
chased gas exclusive of amounts relating 
to the decrease in cost of transportation 
of gas by Sea Robin is accepted for filing 
and suspended for one day and the use 
thereof deferred until July 2. 1974, sub¬ 
ject to refund pending further commis¬ 
sion order in these dockets. 

(F) The above mentioned petitioner* 
are hereby permitted to intervene in this 
proceeding, subject to the rules and reg¬ 
ulations of the Commission; Provided, 
however. That the participation of such 
intervenors shall be limited to matter3 
affecting the rights and interests specifi¬ 
cally set forth in the respective petitions 
to intervene; and Provided, further, That 
the admission of such intervenors shall 
not be construed as recognition that they 
or any of them might be aggrieved be¬ 
cause of any order or orders issued by 
the Commission in this proceeding. 

(G> Nothing contained herein shall bo 
construed as limiting the rights of par¬ 
ties to this proceeding regarding the con¬ 
vening of conferences or offers of settle¬ 
ment pursuant to § 1.18 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure. 

(H> The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

CsealI Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-15337 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 ami 


(Docket No. ID-1691] 

PAUL J. SULLIVAN 
Notice of Supplemental Application 
June 28,1974. 

Take notice that on June 24, 1974, 
Paul J. Sullivan (Applicant) filed a sup¬ 
plemental application with the Federal 
Power Commission, pursuant to section 
305(b) of the Federal Power Act to hold 
the following positions: 

Director. The Connecticut Light and Power 
Company: Public Utility. 

Director. The Hartford Electric Light Com¬ 
pany; Public Utility. 

Director. Western Massachusetts Electric 
Company: Public Utility. 

Director. Holyoke Water Power Company: 
Public Utility. 

Director, Holyoke Power and Electric Com¬ 
pany; Public Utility. 

By Commission order issued July 24, 
1973, Applicant was authorized to hold 
the following positions: 

Vice President. Western Massachusetts Elec¬ 
tric Company; Public Utility. 

Vice President, Holyoke Water Power Com¬ 
pany: Public Utility. 

Vice President, Holyoke Power & Electric 
Company: Public Utility. 

Both The Connecticut Light and Power 
Company and The Hartford Electric 
Light Company are engaged principally 
in the production, purchase, transmis¬ 
sion, distribution and sale of electricity, 
at wholesale and retail, and the produc¬ 
tion, purchase, distribution and sale of 
gas at retail within the State of 
Connecticut. 
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Western Massachusetts Electric Com¬ 
pany Is engaged principally in the pro¬ 
duction, purchase, transmission, distri¬ 
bution and sale of electricity at wholesale 
and retail in a substantial portion of 
western Massachusetts. 

Holyoke Water Power Company is en¬ 
gaged principally in the manufacture, 
distribution and sale of electricity to in¬ 
dustrial, municipal and wholesale cus¬ 
tomers in the Cities of Holyoke and 
Chicopee and the Town of South Hadley 
in western Massachusetts. 

Holyoke Power and Electric Company 
is a wholly-owned subsidiary of Holyoke 
Water Power Company, which conducts 
certain of that Company’s electric 
operations. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before July 26, 
1974 file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti¬ 
tions to intervene or protests in accord¬ 
ance with the Commission’s rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10). All protests filed with the Com¬ 
mission will be considered by it in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Persons wishing to become parties to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party 
in any hearing therein must file peti¬ 
tions to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules. The application is on 
file with the Commission and available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-16344 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 ami 


[Docket No. CP70-1851 

TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE CO. 

Notice of Petition To Amend 

June 28,1974. 

Take notice that on June 14, 1974, 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, a Divi¬ 
sion of Tenneco Inc. (Petitioner), P.O. 
Box 2511, Houston, Texas 77001, filed in 
Docket No. CP7Q-185 a petition to amend 
the order of the Commission issued pur¬ 
suant to Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas 
Act on June 22, 1970 <43 FPC 937), as 
amended by order issued September 13, 

1973 <50 FPC_), in the subject docket 

so as to authorize Petitioner to sell gas 
to Bay State Gas Company (Bay State) 
under Petitioner’s Rate Schedule CD- 
6 , all as more fully set forth in the peti¬ 
tion to amend which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Petitioner was authorized by the order 
of June 22, 1970. inter alia, to serve 
Northampton Gas Light Company 
(Northampton) a maximum daily quan¬ 
tity of 4,567 Mcf of natural gas under 
Petitioner’s Rate Schedule G- 6 . By order 
of September 13, 1973 (amending said 
June 22, 1970, order), Petitioner was au¬ 
thorized to serve Springfield Gas Light 
Company (Springfield) a maximum daily 


quantity of 40,725 Mcf of natural gas un¬ 
der Petitioner’s Rate Schedule CD- 6 . In 
November 1973, Northampton and 
Springfield merged to form the present 
Bay State Gas Company (Bay State), 

Pursuant to the request of Bay State, 
Petitioner requests the Commission’s or¬ 
ders be amended to permit it to sell gas 
to Bay State’s Northampton, Massachu¬ 
setts, service area under Petitioner’s Rate 
Schedule CD -6 in lieu of Petitioner’s 
Rate Schedule G- 6 . Petitioner further 
proposes to render said service together 
with the CD -6 service presently ren¬ 
dered for the Springfield, Massachusetts, 
area (Agwam and East Longmeadow 
Service points) under a single contract 
providing for the sale and delivery of a 
maximum daily quantity of 45,292 Mcf 
of natural gas (4,567 Mcf-f40,725 Mcf). 
Petitioner states that said contract will 
be subject to the provisions that ( 1 ) the 
sum of Petitioner’s deliveries at the Ag¬ 
wam and East Longmeadow service 
points shall not exceed 40,725 Mcf 
of gas per day, and ( 2 ) Petitioner’s de¬ 
liveries at the Northampton service 
points shall not exceed 6.467 Mcf of gas 
per day during each winter period, from 
November 1 to April 1, of the term of the 
contract. 

The petition indicates that Bay State 
requests the proposed change in order to: 
( 1 ) Place all its purchases from Peti¬ 
tioner on a compatible basis, <2) permit 
Bay State to utilize more fully its cen¬ 
tral natural gas liquefaction, storage and 
vaporization facilities which are located 
in the Springfield sendee area, and (3) 
enable Bay State to liquefy during the 
summer months gas normally sold for 
low priority interruptible sales in the 
Springfield area and to use such gas to 
meet high priority needs in the North¬ 
ampton area during the winter months. 

Petitioner states that the instant pro¬ 
posal will neither increase the maximum 
contract quantities presently authorized 
for the Northampton and Springfield 
areas combined, nor will it affect Peti¬ 
tioner’s ability to render natural gas serv¬ 
ice to any of its other customers. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition to amend should on or before 
July 23, 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the reg¬ 
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party to 
a proceeding or to participate as a party 
in any hearing therein must file a peti¬ 
tion to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-15348 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 am) 


[Docket No. CP74-318] 

TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE CO. 

Notice of Application 

June 28,1974. 

Take notice that on June 10, 1974 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, a Divi¬ 
sion of Tenneco Inc. (Applicant), Po 
Box 2511, Houston, Texas 77001, filed in 
Docket No. CP74—318 an application pur, 
suant to Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas 
Act for a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity authorizing natural gas 
service to Connecticut Natural Gas Cor¬ 
poration (CNG) in the Greenwich, Con¬ 
necticut area, under Applicant’s CD-6 
Rate Schedule in lieu of service to Green¬ 
wich under Applicant’s G -6 Rate Sched¬ 
ule, subject to final approval of a merger 
of The Greenwich Gas Company (Green¬ 
wich) by CNG, all as more fully set forth 
in the application which is on file with 
the Commission and open to public in¬ 
spection. 

Applicant states that it is presently 
authorized to sell to Greenwich a maxi¬ 
mum daily quantity of 12,109 Mcf of nat¬ 
ural gas at 14.73 psia under Applicant’s 
Rate Schedule G -6 through the Green¬ 
wich and Putnam Lake Stations. Appli¬ 
cant states further that it is presently 
authorized to sell to CNG a maximum 
daily quantity of 24,685 Mcf of natural 
gas at 14.73 psia under Applicant’s Rate 
Schedule CD -6 through the Bloomfield, 
North Bloomfield, Farmington and New 
Britain Stations. Applicant proposes, 
pursuant to Greenwich’s and CNG’s re¬ 
quests, to render the aforementioned nat¬ 
ural gas service presently provided to 
Greenwich under Applicant’s Rate 
Schedule CD -6 in lieu of Applicant’s 
Rate Schedule G- 6 , subject to final ap¬ 
proval by regulatory authorities and 
stockholders of both companies of the 
merger of Greenwich by CNG. Appli¬ 
cant further proposes, pursuant to 
CNG’s request, to render said service to¬ 
gether with the CD -6 service presently 
rendered to CNG under one contract. 
Applicant states that said single contract 
will provide for the sale and delivery of 
a maximum daily quantity of 36.794 Mcf 
of natural gas (the sum of maximum 
daily quantities under Applicant’s serv¬ 
ice to Greenwich and CNG), subject to 
the provision that the sum of Appli¬ 
cant’s deliveries to CNG at the Bloom¬ 
field. North Bloomfield, Farmington, and 
New Britain Stations shall not exceed 
24,685 Mcf. 

The application indicates that Green¬ 
wich requires assurance of a long-term 
supply of additional natural gas during 
peak periods at its gate stations to meet 
its present and future peak shaving re¬ 
quirements. Greenwich believes that the 
proposed merger together with the pro¬ 
posed conversion of the present Rate 
Schedule G -6 service to Rate Schedule 
CD -6 service present the only practical 
way for Greenwich to meet its peak day 
requirements at reasonable rates. 

Applicant states that the instant pro¬ 
posal will require neither added service 
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nor facilities, nor will it affect Applicant’s 
ability to render service to other cus¬ 


tomers. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before July 23. 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regulations 
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.- 
10 ). All protests filed with the Commis¬ 
sion will be considered by it in determin¬ 
ing the appropriate action to be taken 
but will not serve to make the protes- 
tants parties to the proceeding. Any per¬ 
son wishing to become a party to a pro¬ 
ceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
a hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the certifi¬ 
cate is required by the public conven¬ 
ience and necessity. If a petition for leave 
to intervene is timely filed, or if the Com¬ 
mission on its own motion believes that 
a formal hearing is required, further 
notice of such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PR Doc.74-15347 Piled 7-3-74;8:45 ami 


[Docket No. CP74-321 ] 

TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE COMPANY 
AND COLUMBIA GAS TRANSMISSION 
CORP. 

Notice of Application 


June 28. 1974. 

Take notice that on June 11. 197 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, a D 
!“ lon of Tenneco Inc. (Tennessee), P.< 
Box 2511, Houston, Texas 77001. and Cc 
lunoua Gas Transmission Corporatic 
'Columbia), P.O Box 1273. Charlestoi 
west Virginia 25325. filed in Docket N 
♦ 21 a application for a cei 
|ncate of public convenience and nece* 
,,l a . U i horizln e Tennessee to postpor 
?r| 1975 anc * 1976 delivery of nati 
^ gas by Tennessee to Columbia, all i 
set forth in the aPPHcatio 
orJ? f on with the Commission an 
open to public inspection. 

^e application states that Tennesse 

Presently authorized (7 FPC 1087) t 
f^er a transportation service for Cc 
la whereby Tennessee receives fc 


the account of Columbia from the Strat¬ 
ton Agua-Dulce Field, Nueces County. 
Texas up to 113,371 Mcf of natural gas 
per day and transports equivalent daily 
volumes of gas for concurrent delivery 
to Columbia at various points on Ten¬ 
nessee's system in the states of West 
Virginia, Ohio, and Pennsylvania. Ten¬ 
nessee and Columbia propose that dur¬ 
ing the months of June through October 
1974, while Columbia continues said gas 
deliveries and appropriate transporta¬ 
tion payments to Tennessee, delivery by 
Tennessee of a volume of gas equivalent 
to that delivered by Columbia to Ten¬ 
nessee during these five months will be 
postponed until 1975 and 1976 at daily 
rates of approximately 27,500 Mcf in 
1975 and 20,000 Mcf in 1976. 

Columbia estimates that due to the re¬ 
cent mild winter which has resulted in 
higher than expected underground stor¬ 
age inventories, Columbia’s gas supply 
during the 1974 summer season will be 
fully sufficient to satisfy its market obli¬ 
gations in that period. Therefore, Co¬ 
lumbia reasons that the proposed ar¬ 
rangement for postponed delivery will 
effectively husband gas for use by Co¬ 
lumbia in the ensuing calendar years of 
1975 and 1976 when Columbia's gas sup¬ 
ply will not be sufficient to satisfy the 
existing requirements of its customers— 
resulting in a lesser degree of curtail¬ 
ment by Columbia than would otherwise 
be necessary. 

Columbia and Tennessee state that 
there is no other consideration for the 
proposed postponement since it is in set¬ 
tlement of conflicting claims of right 
between the parties as to the purchase of 
gas from the Champlin Petroleum Com¬ 
pany (Stratton Agua-Dulce Field). Co¬ 
lumbia and Tennessee state that no new 
facilities will be required. 

The application states that Tennessee, 
on June 1, 1974, commenced the subject 
postponement of the delivery of natural 
gas under the provisions of § 157.22 of the 
Commission's regulations (18 CFR 
157.22). 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before July 23 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission. Washington. D.C. 20426, a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission's rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regula tions 
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 
157.10). All protests filed with the Com¬ 
mission will be considered by it in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the pro- 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
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a hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this ap¬ 
plication if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, U 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the certifi¬ 
cate is required by the public convenience 
and necessity. If a petition for leave to 
intervene is timely filed, or if the Com¬ 
mission on its own motion believes that 
a formal hearing is required, further no¬ 
tice of such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74—15345 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am| 


(Docket No. RP72-98J 

TEXAS EASTERN TRANSMISSION CORP. 

Order Accepting for Filing and Suspending 
Proposed PGA Rate Increase 

June 28, 1974. 

On June 12,1974, Texas Eastern Trans¬ 
mission Corporation (Texas Eastern) 
tendered for filing a revised tariff sheet 1 
pursuant to its PGA Clause which would 
reflect an increase of $13,252,806 in the 
current cost of gas purchased from its 
pipeline and producer suppliers and a 
2.04?/dth surcharge to recover the bal¬ 
ance ($8,177,924 as of February 28. 1974) 
in the deferred purchased gas cost ac¬ 
count. The proposed PGA increase re¬ 
flects the impact of small producer and 
emergency gas purchases of 9,836,964 
Mcf under 36 individual contracts. The 
proposed effective date is July 1, 1974. 

This filing replaced Texas Eastern’s 
PGA rate filings of May 17, 1974, and 
May 24, 1974, and was necessitated by 
revisions to Texas Eastern’s underlying 
RP74-41 base tariff rates. The initial 
(May 17) filing was noticed on May 31, 
1974 with protests and petitions to in¬ 
tervene due on or before June 13, 1974. 
No such protests or petitions were 
received. 

Our review indicates that the proposed 
rates have not been shown to be just and 
reasonable and may be unjust, unreason¬ 
able, unduly discriminatory or otherwise 
unlawful. Texas Eastern's proposed tariff 
sheets will therefore be accepted for fil¬ 
ing, suspended for one day, and permitted 
to become effective thereafter subject to 
refund. 

With regard to the question of the 
small producer purchases, we note that 
the Supreme Court in Federal Power 
Commission v. Texaco, Inc., et al. 2 recent¬ 
ly remanded the question of the stand¬ 
ards the Commission must use in deter¬ 
mining the justness and reasonableness 
of the prices for small producer pur¬ 
chases pursuant to Commission Order 
No. 428. Similarly, the Commission’s 


1 Second Substitute First Revised Sheet 
Nps. 14, 14A through 14D to Fourth Revised 
Volume No. 1. 

•Docket Nos. 72-1490 and 72-1491, Opinion 
issued June 10, 1974. 
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Order No. 491 regarding emergency pur¬ 
chases is presently the subject of court 
action. 3 We believe, therefore, that it 
would be premature to establish a hear¬ 
ing schedule in this docket at this time. 
We shall permit the rates proposed here¬ 
in to be charged subject to refund as of 
July 2,1974, pending further order in this 
docket. 

The Commission finds: 

It is necessary and appropriate in the 
public interest and to aid in the enforce¬ 
ment of the Natural Gas Act that Texas 
Eastern’s proposed PGA rate increase fil¬ 
ing should be accepted for filing, sus¬ 
pended and permitted to become effective 
subject to refund pending further Com¬ 
mission order in this docket. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Texas Eastern’s June 12, 1974, 
PGA rate increase filing is hereby ac¬ 
cepted for filing, suspended and per¬ 
mitted to become effective on July 2, 
1974, subject to refund pending further 
Commission order in this docket. 

(B) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

Lseal] Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

fFR Doc.74-15339 Filed 7-3-74: 8:45 am] 


I Docket Noe. 0-4101, C172-758, and 
CI74-698j 

WARREN PETROLEUM CO. 

Notice of Application and Petition 

June 28,1974. 

Take notice that on June 3, 1974, War¬ 
ren Petroleum Company, a Division of 
Gulf Oil Corporation (Operator) (Appli¬ 
cant), P.O. Box 1589, Tulsa. Oklahoma 
74102, filed in Docket No. CI74-698 an 
application pursuant to Section 7(b) of 
the Natural Gas Act for permission and 
approval to abandon a sale of natural 
gas in interstate commerce to El Paso 
Natural Gas Company (El Paso) from 
the Tatum Gas Processing Plant, Lea 
County, New Mexico. Applicant also pe¬ 
titions to amend Commission Orders in 
Docket Nos. G-4101 and CI72-758 issued 
June 15. 1956, and August 10, 1972 re¬ 
spectively. pursuant to section 7(c) of 
the Natural Gas Act by authorizing an 
additional sale of residue gas to El Paso 
from the Saunders Gas Processing Plant, 
Lea County, New Mexico, all as more 
fully set forth in the application which is 
on file with the Commission and open 
to public inspection. 

By Commission orders issued on Au¬ 
gust 10, 1960, and August 7. 1973, in 
Docket Nos. 0-17203 and CI72-755 re¬ 
spectively, Applicant was authorized to 
sell residue gas to El Paso from the 
Tatum Plant. Applicant states that gas 
processing in its Tatum Plant has be¬ 


* Consumer Federation of America v. FPC, 
CADC, Docket No. 73-2009. petition filed Sep¬ 
tember 21, 1973. 


come uneconomical because the deple¬ 
tion of reserves in the vicinity of the 
Tatum Plant has caused a rapid decline 
in gas available for processing. Appli¬ 
cant further states that the operation of 
one plant will be more efficient than the 
operation of two plants and will result 
in fuel savings which will make some 
additional volumes of residue gas avail¬ 
able for sale to El Paso. Due to such cost 
considerations. Applicant now proposes 
to abandon the processing of gas at its 
Tatum Plant and the concomitant sale 
of residue gas to El Paso. However, Ap¬ 
plicant states that it intends to modify 
the operation of its Tatum gathering sys¬ 
tem to the extent necessary for deliveries 
from the Saunders Plant to include vol¬ 
umes of residue gas which will be equiv¬ 
alent to the declining volumes of residue 
gas that would have otherwise been de¬ 
liverable to El Paso from the Tatum 
Plant. 

By orders issued June 25, 1968. and 
August 7. 1973. in Docket Nos. G-4101 
and CI72-758, respectively. Applicant 
was authorized to sell up to 25,000 Mcf 
of residue natural gas per day to El 
Paso from the Saunders Plant. Ap¬ 
plicant is proposing herein to abandon 
the sale of residue gas from its Tatum 
Plant and deliver volumes attributable 
to its Tatum and Saunders Plants at the 
tailgate of the Saunders Plant to El Paso. 
Applicant states that the combined deliv¬ 
eries will not exceed 25,000 Mcf of gas 
per day. Therefore, Applicant requests, 
if required by section 7(c) of the Natural 
Gas Act, that the orders issuing certifi¬ 
cates to Applicant in Docket Nos. G-4101 
and CI72-758 be amended so as to in¬ 
clude authorization for the sale of 
volumes of residue gas which will be 
equivalent to the remaining declining 
volumes of residue gas heretofore au¬ 
thorized in Docket Nos. G-17203 and 
CI72-755, respectively. Applicant states 
that El Paso concurs in the instant 
proposal. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application or petition to amend should 
on or before July 23, 1974, file with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or 
a protest in accordance with the require¬ 
ments of the Commission’s rules of prac¬ 
tice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). 
AH protests filed with the Commission 
will be considered by it in determining 
the appropriate action to be taken but 
will not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a proceed¬ 
ing or to participate as a party in any 
hearing therein must file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 


the application in Docket No. CI74-698 
if no petition to intervene is filed within 
the time required herein, if the Com¬ 
mission on its own review of the matter 
finds that permission and approval for 
the proposed abandonment are required 
by the public convenience and necessity. 
If a petition for leave to intervene is 
timely filed, or if the Commission on its 
own motion believes that a formal hear¬ 
ing is required, further notice of such 
hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

JPR Doc.74-15341 Filed 7-3-74; 8:45 am) 


f Docket No. RP74-92J 

ALGONQUIN GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 
Order Accepting for Filing and Suspending 
Proposed Tariff, Granting Interventions, 
and Establishing Hearing Procedures 

June 28. 1974. 

Algonquin Gas Transmission Company 
(Algonquin Gas), on May 16, 1974. 
tendered for filing proposed changes in 
rates for service rendered under its 
FPC Gas Tariff 1 * and a revised FPC Gas 
Tariff.* Algonquin states that the change 
would increase revenues by $16.5 million 
for rates for Rate Schedule SNG-1 and 
$1.1 million for service under other rate 
schedules. The proposed increase is based 
on a test year of the twelve-month period 
ending February 28, 1974, as adjusted. 
Algonquin Gas requested an effective 
date of July 1,1974. 

The filing was noticed on May 28, 
1974, with petitions to intervene due on 
or before June 6, 1974. Numerous peti¬ 
tions to intervene have been filed/ 
Algonquin Gas’ filing reflects, inter 
alia, a claimed overall rate of return of 
9.75 percent and a change in delivery and 
billing units from Mcf to MMBtu. The 
rate schedule SNG-1 also includes a daily 
demand charge. Algonquin Gas has also 
used the unmodified Seaboard method 
of cost classification, allocation, and rate 
design. In light of Commission policy on 
this issue, 4 all parties should direct their 
attention to, and file any evidence on the 
propriety of the use of the Seaboard 
method or any alternate methods which 
may more closely reflect and implement 
the Commission’s objectives with respect 
to this issue. In this respect see especially 
United Gas Pipeline Company, Opinion 
No. 671 and 671-A. 


1 For service under its Rate Schedules P-1. 
WS-1, 1-1. E-l, X-5, T—1, and SNG-1. 

* FPC Gas Tariff, First Revised Volume 
No. 1 (Supersedes Original Volume No. 1). 

3 Boston Gas Company, et a!.. Consolidated 
Edison Company of New York, Inc„ and New 
Jersey Natural Gas Company. 

* Cf. Columbia Gas Transmission Company. 
Issued May 31. 1974 and cases cited therein 
in ftn. 3. 
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We note further that by order issued 
June 5, 1973, 6 we rejected a two part, 
demand-commodity rate for Algonquin’s 
SNG-1 service noting that it would result 
in a price greater than “the $1.80 per 
Mcf rate ceiling prescribed in Opinion 
Nos. 637 and 637-A if Algonquin (failed) 
to deliver its full contract demand to its 
customers”. Since the instant filing is a 
Section 4 rate increase filing, we do not 
find it appropriate to reject such filing. 
However, in view of the policies we have 
expressed in Opinion Nos. 637 and 637-A, 
as well as the orders issued in Docket 
Nos. CP72-35, CP69-41 and RP73-98. we 
shall place the burden upon Algonquin 
to justify a two part rate design for its 
Rate Schedule SNG-1. 

Moreover, our review of Algonquin’s 
SNG-1 rate increase indicates that it 
allows Algonquin a return on common 
equity on its Algonquin SNG plant in¬ 
vestment. As we have noted previously in 
an order relating to Algonquin’s last sec¬ 
tion 4 rate filing for Rate Schedule SNG- 
1 service: 


• • • |w)c do not accept the assumption 
explicit in Algonquin’s pleading that this 
Commission must permit Algonquin a return 
related to a non-Jurisdictlonal facility. Al¬ 
gonquin. In CP72-35. proposed that Its sub¬ 
sidiary, Algonquin SNG. which Algonquin 
asserted to be a non-Jurisdictlonal entity, 
would Invest in non-Jurisdictlonal facilities. 
Algonquin Itself proposed no equity Invest¬ 
ment in any facilities subject to our Jurisdic¬ 
tion except a tap at Berkeley. Massachusetts 
which would admit SNG to Algonquin’s ex¬ 
isting transmission line. 

In Opinion 637, we conclude that Algon¬ 
quin SNG was not a Jurisdictional-company, 
and that the proposed SNG facilities were 
non-Jurlsdlctional. We declined to certificate 
the SNG facilities, having no legal authority 
to do so. 


The clear Impact of this holding, sought 
by Algonquin and accepted by Algonquin, 
was that the SNG facilities were not rate base 
facilities, and SNG production costs were not 
Jurisdictional costs. For Algonquin to now 
assert that its jurisdictional rates must re¬ 
cover the equity Investment In the SNG 
plant, and a return thereon, and the costs 
of SNG production, is to argue that the whole 
SNG operation is Jurisdictional. Algonquin's 
Jurisdictional SNG-1 rate schedule involves 
no recovery of equity or return on capital 
Investment by Algonquin in the SNG facili¬ 
ties, nor does it involve recover of feedstock 
costs. These are matters of very real concern 
w> Algonquin SNG, but we have never under- 
i fcS* * nor we noWt *° guarantee a non- 
Juri8dictional company’s success In a non- 
Jurisdictlonal enterprise.* 


Our review of the filing and the issues 
raised therein indicates that the pro- 
Wised rates have not been shown to bt 
just and reasonable and may be unjust 
unreasonable, unduly discriminatory oi 
tnerwise unlawful and should accord- 
mg y be set for a hearing in which the 

explored ^ * n thiS filing Can be full> 


Algonquin Gas Transmission Compa 
lssued June 5 * 1Q 73, in Doc! 
?a£ P 72 “ 35, CP69 -41 and RP73-98. 
|onquln Gas Transmission Compa 

Nov€mber 23 - 1873 - 


The Commission finds: 

(1) The changes in Algonquin Gas’ 
proposed FPC Gas Tariff should be ac¬ 
cepted for filing, suspended for five 
months, and the use thereof deferred 
until December 1,1974. 

(2) It is necessary and proper in the 
public interest and to aid in the enforce¬ 
ment of the Natural Gas Act that the 
Commission enter upon a hearing con¬ 
cerning the lawfulness of the rates and 
charges in Algonquin Gas’ FPC Gas Tar¬ 
iff, as proposed to be amended in this 
docket. 

(3) Good cause exists to permit the 
intervention of the above mentioned 
petitioners. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act. particularly Sections 4 
and 5 thereof, the Commission’s rules of 
practice and procedure, and the regula¬ 
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 
Ch. I), a public hearing shall be held on 
November 26, 1974, for the purpose of 
cross-examination concerning the law¬ 
fulness and the reasonableness of the 
rates and charges in Algonquin Gas’ FPC 
Gas Tariff, as proposed to be amended 
herein. 

(B) The Commission Staff shall file its 
evidence on or before October 15, 1974. 
Any intervenor evidence shall b 2 filed on 
or before October 29, 1974. Any rebuttal 
evidence by Algonquin Gas shall be filed 
on or before November 12, 1974. 

(C) A Presiding Administrative Law 
Judge to be designated by the Chief Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge for that purpose 
(see Delegation of Authority. 18 CFR 
3.5(d)), shall preside at the hearing in 
this proceeding, shall prescribe relevant 
procedural matters not herein provided, 
and shall control this proceeding in ac¬ 
cordance with the policies expressed in 
§ 2.59 of the Commission’s rules of prac¬ 
tice and procedure. 

(D) Pending hearing and a decision 
thereon, Algonquin Gas’ proposed revised 
tariff is accepted for filing and suspended 
for the full statutory period of five 
months and the use thereof deferred un¬ 
til December 1. 1974, and until such 
time as it is made effective in the man¬ 
ner provided in the Natural Gas Act. 

(E) The above mentioned petitioners 
are hereby permitted to intervene in this 
proceeding, subject to the rules and reg¬ 
ulations of the Commission: Provided , 
however , That the participation of such 
intervenors shall be limited to matters 
affecting the rights and interests specifi¬ 
cally set forth in the respective petitions 
to intervene: and Provided , further , That 
the admission of such intervenors shall 
not be construed as recognition that they 
or any of them might be aggrieved be¬ 
cause of any order or orders issued by 
the Commission in this proceeding. 

(F) Nothing contained herein shall be 
construed as limiting the rights of par¬ 
ties to this proceeding regarding the 
convening of conferences or offers of 
settlement pursuant to § 1.18 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rule^of practice and procedure. 


(G) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.74-15353 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 amj 


[Docket No. RP72-110J 

ALGONQUIN GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 

Rate Change Pursuant to Purchased Gas 
Cost Adjustment Provision 

June 25. 1974. 

Take notice that Algonquin Gas 
Transmission Company (Algonquin Gas) 
on June 17, 1974, tendered for filing 
Tenth Revised Sheet No. 3-A to its FPC 
Gas Tariff, Original Volume No. 1. 

This sheet is being filed pursuant to 
Algonquin Gas’ Purchased Gas Cost Ad¬ 
justment Provision set forth in Section 
22 of the General Terms and Conditions 
of its FPC Gas Tariff, Original Volume 
No. 1. Algonquin Gas states that the rate 
change is being filed to reflect an increase 
in purchased gas costs above the pres¬ 
ently effective rates to be paid by Algon¬ 
quin Gas to its supplier, Texas Eastern 
Transmission Corporation (Texas East¬ 
ern). scheduled to be effective July 1, 
1974. 

The proposed effective date of the re¬ 
vised tariff sheet is July 1. 1974, the 
scheduled effective date of Texas East¬ 
ern’s rate increase. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE, Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8, 1.10 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such petitions or 
protests should be filed on or before July 
10, 1974. Protests will be considered by 
the Commission in determining the ap¬ 
propriate action to be taken, but will not 
serve to make protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Copies of this filing are on 
file with the Commission and are avail¬ 
able for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15355 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 amj 


[Docket No. C174-6121 

COLUMBIA GAS DEVELOPMENT CORP. 

Order Granting Interventions and Setting 
Date for Hearing 

June 25,1974. 

On April 30, 1974, Columbia Gas De¬ 
velopment Corporation (Development) 
filed an application pursuant to section 4 
and 7 of the Natural Gas Act, 1 and § 2.75 * 
of the Commission’s general policy inter¬ 
pretations, the Optional Procedure For 


115 U.S.C. i 717, et seq. (1970). 

* 18 CF R. § 2.75. 
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NOTICES 


Certificating New Producer Sales of Na¬ 
tural Gas set forth in Order No. 455 3 
(hereinafter $ 2.75) for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity author¬ 
izing the sale and delivery of natural gas 
in interstate commerce from Vermilion 
Blocks 256 and 267, offshore Louisiana to 
its affiliate Columbia Gas Transmission 
Corporation (Transmission). 

The proposed sales by Development 
will be made under a contract dated 
April 22, 1974. This contract provides for 
an initial rate of 45 cents per Mcf, 2 
cents per Mcf annual escalation, Btu 
adjustment, and tax reimbursement. 

Notice of the application was issued 
on May 16, 1974 and published in the 
Federal Register on May 23, 1973 (39 
FR 18138). An intervention was filed by 
Transmission. The Public Service Com¬ 
mission of the State of New York 
(NYPSC) filed a notice of intervention 
and a request for a hearing. Conse¬ 
quently. we find a hearing is necessary to 
determine whether the present and fu¬ 
ture public convenience and necessity 
will be served by certificating these sales 
and whether the proposed rate is just 
and reasonable. 

In Order No. 455, Statement of Policy 
Relating To Optional Procedure For 
Certificating New Producer Sales Of 
Natural Gas. 48 FPC 218 (18 CFR 2.75) 
issued August 13, 1972, we stated (id. 
229): 

We believe that each contract filed under 
the alternative procedure must be considered 
on the merits of the terms and provisions 
within each contract. There certainly must 
be some evidentiary basis proffered by the 
seller-applicant upon which we can Judge 
whether the contract rate Is Just and rea¬ 
sonable. We will, absent a showing of special 
circumstance, accept as conclusive the cost 
findings embodied In our area rate decisions, 
as such may be supplemented from time to 
time by appropriate Commission order. 

Of course, the “evidentiary basis prof¬ 
fered by the seller-applicant’* must begin 
with cost evidence. Cost evidence Is the 
keystone of the concept of “just and rea¬ 
sonable”, aad about which the evidence 
to be proffered must be constructed. City 
of Detroit v. F.P.C., 230 F. 2d 810, 818 
(1955), cert, denied, 352 U.S. 829 (1956). 
It follows then that the seller-applicant 
should introduce relevant evidence of the 
cost of the particular project for which 
certification is sought. Such evidence 
shall be deemed to constitute the “special 
circumstance” to be considered together 
with all other material evidence which 
would support a finding of a just and 
reasonable rate in excess of the appli¬ 
cable area rate. 

For the applicant to carry its burden of 
proof as to the justness and reasonable¬ 
ness of the proposed rate, it must estab¬ 
lish, by credible and relevant evidence, 
(1) the direct and indirect costs, includ¬ 
ing the cost of capital funds to be in- 


■ Statement Of Policy Relating To Optional 
Procedure For Certificating New Producer 
Sales Of Natural Gas, Docket No. R-441, 48 
F.P.C. 218 (issued August 3. 1972), appeal 
pending sub nom. John E. Moss, et al. ▼. 
F.P.C., No. 72-1837 (D. C. Cir.). 


vested, reasonably anticipated in connec¬ 
tion with the drilling program on the 
leases dedicated herein; (2) the reserves 
reasonably anticipated as recoverable; 
and (3) the deliverability reasonably 
anticipated. 

Cost findings from the latest area rate 
decision may be incorporated by refer¬ 
ence in this proceeding and may be con¬ 
sidered as relevant evidence in deter¬ 
mining a just and reasonable rate. Sting¬ 
ray Pipeline Company, et al., Opinion 
No. 693, Docket No. CP73-27, et al., is¬ 
sued May 6,1974. 

This hearing is not the proper forum 
for the relitigation of the propriety of 
the § 2.75 procedures; that matter is now 
before the Court of Appeals, see n. 3. 
supra. This hearing will be addressed 
solely to the issues of public convenience 
and necessity, and the justness and rea¬ 
sonableness of the particular sales and 
rates herein proposed. 

Those parties and intervenors desiring 
to submit cost and non-cost data should 
structure their evidence to reflect the 
tests under 5 2.75 for determining the 
justness and reasonableness of the rate 
sought. 

No intervenor has questioned Trans¬ 
mission’s need for the additional natural 
gas supplies that will be available to it as 
a result of these purchases. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) It is necessary and in the public 
interest that the above-docketed pro¬ 
ceeding be set for hearing. 

(2) It is desirable and in the public 
interest that the above-named petition¬ 
ers be permitted to intervene. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4. 
5, 7, 14 and 16 thereof, the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure, and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR. Chapter I), Docket No. CI74- 
612 is set for the purpose of hearing and 
disposition. 

(B) A public hearing on the issues 
presented by the application herein shall 
be held commencing on August 14, 1974, 
10:00 a.m. (e.d.t.) in a hearing room of 
the Federal Power Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, NE, Washington, 
D.C. 20426. 

(C) A Presiding Law Judge to be des¬ 
ignated by the Chief Law Judge for that 
purpose (See Delegation of Authority, 
18 CFR 3.5(d)), shall preside at the 
hearing in this proceeding pursuant to 
the Commission's rules of practice and 
procedure. 

(D) Development and any intervenor 
supporting the application shall file their 
direct testimony and evidence on or be¬ 
fore July 12, 1974. All testimony and evi¬ 
dence shall be served upon the Presid¬ 
ing Judge, the Commission Staff, and 
all parties to this proceeding. 

(E) The Commission Staff, and any 
intervenor opposing the application, 
shall file their direct testimony and evi¬ 
dence on or before July 26, 1974. All 
testimony and evidence shall be served 
upon the Presiding Judge, and all other 
parties to this proceeding. 


(F) All rebuttal testimony and evi¬ 
dence shall be served on or before Au¬ 
gust 5, 1974. All parties submitting rel 
buttal testimony and evidence shall serve 
such testimony upon the Presiding 
Judge, the Commission Staff, and a5 
other parties to the proceeding. 

<G) The above named petitioners are 
permitted to intervene in this proceed¬ 
ing subject to the rules and regulations 
of this Commission; Provided , however 
That the participation of such inter¬ 
venors shall be limited to matters affect¬ 
ing asserted rights and interest as spe¬ 
cifically set forth in said petition for 
leave to intervene; and Provided, fur¬ 
ther, That the admission of such interest 
shall not be construed as recognition by 
the Commission that it might be ag¬ 
grieved because of any order or orders 
of the Commission entered in this 
proceeding. 

(H) The contract between Develop¬ 
ment and Transmission is accepted for 
filing as of the date of initial delivery 
and designated as Columbia Gas Devel¬ 
opment Corporation FPC Gas Rate 
Schedule No. 16. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15367 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 ami 


(Docket Nos. RP71-15, etc.l 

EAST TENNESSEE NATURAL GAS CO. 


Revised PGA Rate Adjustment 


June 27, 1974. 


Take notice that on June 7, 1974, East 
Tennessee Natural Gas Company (East 
Tennessee) tendered for filing Fourth 
Substitute Seventh Revised Sheet No. 4 
to Sixth Revised Volume No. 1 of its FPC 
Gas Tariff to be effective on July 1,1974. 

East Tennessee states that the pur¬ 
pose of this revised tariff sheet is to refile 
its PGA rate increase reflected on the 
Second Substitute Seventh Revised Sheet 
No. 4 as filed on May 16. 1974, and cor¬ 
rected on May 31, 1974. to reflect a fur¬ 
ther filing by Tennessee Gas Pipeline 
Company (Tennessee), on June 7, 1974. 
East Tennessee requests that this tariff 
sheet be made effective on July 1* 1974, 
or August 1, 1974, or such other date as 
the underlying filing of Tennessee of 
June 7, 1974, is permitted to become ef¬ 
fective. East Tennessee further states 
that it is relying on its alternative rate 
increase reflected on Third Substitute 
Seventh Revised Sheet No. 4 to be effec¬ 
tive on July 1, 1974, in the event Fourth 
Substitute Seventh Revised Sheet No. 4 
is not accepted to be effective on July l 


1974. , , 

East Tennessee states that copies ox 
he filing have been mailed to all oi 
urisdictional customers and affected 
;tate regulatory commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
>rotest said filing should file a petitio 
o intervene or protest with the Fetenu 
»ower Commission, 825 North Capiw 
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. m 
Lccordance with $§ 1.8 and 1.10 of t 
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Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 18. 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before July 9, 1974. Protests will be con¬ 
sidered by the Commission in determin¬ 
ing the appropriate action to be token, 
but will not serve to make protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party must file a 
petition to intervene. Persons presently 
parties to this proceeding need not file 
additional petitions to intervene. Copies 
of this filing are on file with the Com¬ 
mission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-15354 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am| 


[Docket No. CP74-47J 

EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO. 

Order Granting Interventions, Temporary 
Certificate of Public Convenience and 
Necessity, Establishing Procedural Dates 
and Fixing Date for Formal Hearing 

June 21.1974. 

On August 20, 1973, El Paso Natural 
Gas Company (El Paso) filed in Docket 
No. CP74-47 an application, as supple¬ 
mented on November 1, November 23. 
and December 7,1973, pursuant to section 
7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a cer¬ 
tificate of public convenience and neces¬ 
sity authorizing the construction and 
operation of approximately 20.2 miles of 
16-lnch OD. field pipeline and appur¬ 
tenant facilities in Eddy County, New 
Mexico. Notice of the application was 
issued on August 30. 1973, and was duly 
published in the Federal Register on 
September 6. 1973 (38 FR 24262). 

El Paso states that the proposed fa¬ 
cilities are needed to facilitate the re¬ 
ceipt and transportation into its main¬ 
line system of natural gas produced in 
the South Carlsbad area of Eddy and 
lea Counties, New Mexico. El Paso as¬ 
serts that the capacity limitations of its 
existing 12%-inch OJD. pipeline in this 
area make the proposed pipeline with 
a 101,000 Mcf design capacity necessary 
if it is to continue attaching additional 
supplies of gas from the South Carlsbad 
area. El Paso contends that certain ad¬ 
ditional supplies of gas from this area 
are immediately available and these sup¬ 
plies will contribute substantially to the 
reduction in curtailment of firm require¬ 
ments and will provide a reliable peak 
day supply for use in meeting Priority 
l and 2 requirements. The cost of the 
proposed facilities is estimated at 
$1,587,008, 1 which it proposed to finance 
• r rom working funds, supplemented, as 
necessary, from short term borrowings. 
No new or additional sales of gas are 
contemplated by this application. 


_ ?*>* includes $60,000 for commtmlcatioo 

pervisory control and telemetry costs i 
« spent pursuant to 5 2.55(a) of the Con 
hft 8 e ueral policy and lnterpretatloi 
»»■>« 55(M) Bnd W008 in estimate 


On September 28, 1973, El Paso re¬ 
quested the issuance of a temporary cer¬ 
tificate, pursuant to section 7(c) of the 
Natural Gas Act and 5 157.17 of the 
Commission’s regulations. In support of 
this request, El Paso avers that it is 
experiencing a current supply deficiency 
and has projected the future curtailment 
of firm customers. El Paso believes that 
the supplies of gas transported through 
the proposed pipeline will help to reduce 
this curtailment of gas to its customers. 

Timely petitions to intervene in this 
proceeding were filed by the Pacific Gas 
and Electric Company <PG and E) and 
Southern California Gas Company (So 
Cal). PG and E as a firm customer of El 
Paso states that “The Commission’s 
eventual disposition of this proceeding 
will have an effect upon the availability 
and cost of natural gas to PG and E and 
its customers.” SoCal is the largest pur¬ 
chaser of natural gas from El Paso and 
states that it has a direct economic and 
legal interest in this proceeding which 
cannot be adequately represented by ex¬ 
isting parties. Neither petitioner requests 
a fonnal hearing. 

We believe that sufficient interest has 
been shown to the extent that SoCal and 
PG and E will be allowed to intervene 
in this proceeding. 

Because the subject pipeline will have 
only a minimum impact upon the envi¬ 
ronment with no long-term effects, the 
Commission finds that this project does 
not constitute a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the environment. 

On November 16, 1973, El Paso notified 
the Commission that it began construc¬ 
tion of the proposed pipeline facilities 
on November 8,1973, pursuant to § 157.22 
(a) of the Commission’s regulations, and 
that construction was expected to be 
completed in about 45 days, at which 
time operations were to begin on an 
emergency basis. El Paso has since ad¬ 
vised that it commenced operating the 
pipeline on January 1, 1974. While the 
possibility exists that the facilities are 
required by the public convenience and 
necessity the possibility also exists that 
they are not so required. Therefore, we 
believe that the issues raised by El Paso’s 
application in this proceeding warrant 
the development of an evidentiary record 
at formal public hearing. El Paso’s pres¬ 
entation should, inter alia, include a 
showing of the gas supply for this pro¬ 
posed line and the terms and obligations 
embraced in obtaining this supply. In 
view of the circumstances we believe that 
the public interest also warrants the 
granting of a temporary certificate' for 
the operation of the subject facilities. 
However, the cost of these facilities shall 
not be reflected in El Paso’s rates. Fur¬ 
thermore, we are of the view that El 
Paso’s direct case in support of its appli¬ 
cation should include the basis and justi¬ 
fication for its actions in constructing 
and operating the subject facilities pur¬ 
suant to 5 157.22(a) of our regulations, 
without prior certificate approval. 


The Commission finds: 

(1) Participation by SoCal and PG 
and E in this proceeding may be in the 
public interest. 

(2) It is necessary and appropriate 
that the proceeding in Docket No. CP74- 
47 be set for formal public hearing. 

(3) It is desirable and in the public 
interest to grant a temporary certificate 
to El Paso for the operation of the facili¬ 
ties, which are the subject of the appli¬ 
cation filed in Docket No. CP74-47. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) SoCal and PG and E are permit¬ 
ted to intervene in this proceeding sub¬ 
ject to the rules and regulations of the 
Commission; Provided , however , That 
the participation of such intervenors 
shall be limited to matters affecting as¬ 
serted rights and interests as specifically 
set forth in said petitions to intervene; 
and Provided , further. That the admis¬ 
sion of such intervenors shall not be 
construed as recognition by the Commis¬ 
sion that they or any one of them might 
be aggrieved because of any order of the 
Commission entered in this proceeding. 

(B) El Paso Natural Gas Company is 
hereby issued a temporary certificate of 
public convenience and necessity pursu¬ 
ant to section 7(c) of the Natural Gas 
Act and 5 157.17 of the Commission’s 
regulations thereunder, for the operation 
of the facilities, which are the subject 
of the application filed in Docket No. 
CP74-47. The issuance of this temporary 
certificate is without prejudice to the 
final disposition of the application pend¬ 
ing in Docket No. CP74-47. The cost of 
the subject facilities heretofore con¬ 
structed shall not be included in El 
Paso’s rates and if such costs have been 
reflected, El Paso shall within 30 days 
of the issuance hereof file tariff sheets 
reducing such rates and make appro¬ 
priate refunds with interest at 7 percent 
per annum for the period those rates 
were effective. 

(C) A formal hearing shall be con¬ 
vened in the proceeding in Docket No. 
CP74-47 in a hearing room of the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission, 825 North Capi¬ 
tol Street. NE, Washington, D.C. 20426 
on July 18, 1974, at 10:00 a.m. (e.d.t.>. 
The Presiding Administrative Law Judge 
to be designated by the Chief Adminis¬ 
trative Law Judge for the purpose— 
see Delegation of Authority 18 CFR 
3.5(d)—shall preside at the hearing in 
this proceeding and shall prescribe rele¬ 
vant procedural matters not herein 
provided. 

(D > The direct case of El Paso Nat¬ 
ural Gas Company as to all issues raised 
by its filing in Docket No. CP74-47 as 
well as issues raised by tins order and all 
intervenors in support thereof shall be 
filed and served on all parties of record 
Including the Commission Staff on or 
before July 9,1974. 

By the Commission. 

I seal! Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc. 74-15356 Filed 7-3-74;8:46 tan) 
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[Docket No. E-8815) 

IOWA PUBLIC SERVICE CO. 

Rate Increases and Rejections; and Estab¬ 
lishment of Procedures and Intervention 

June 28,1974. 

On May 29, 1974, Iowa Public Service 
Company (IPS) tendered for filing a 
proposed rate increase 1 for electric serv¬ 
ice to Lincoln Light and Power Company, 
Farmers Cooperative Light and Power 
Company, and ten municipals. 2 3 IPS con¬ 
tends that the proposed increase results 
in an estimated increase of $320,745 for 
the period ending June 30, 1975, and a 
realized rate of return of 8.29 percent. 
The proposed effective date is July 1, 
1974. 

Notice of IPS' filing was issued on 
June 6, 1974, with comments, protests, 
or petitions to intervene due on or be¬ 
fore June 14, 1974. On June 14, 1974, 
a petition to Intervene was filed by the 
Towns of Anthon, Aplington, Auburn, 
Denver, Dunkerton, Fonda, Hudson, and 
Livermore, the Cities of Pocahontas, and 
Sergeant Bluff, Lincoln Light and Power, 
and Farmers* Cooperative Light and 
Power. The petition requests that the 
proposed increase be suspended for five 
months and set for hearing and that the 
petitioners be given additional time 
within which to plead and prepare proof 
and evidence. We shall permit these pe¬ 
titioners to intervene. 

Our review of IPS filing and the is¬ 
sues raised therein indicates that the 
proposed changes have not been shown 
to be just and reasonable and may be 
unjust, unreasonable, unduly discrimi¬ 
natory, preferential or otherwise unlaw¬ 
ful. Accordingly, we shall suspend the 
proposed changes for the full statutory 
period and establish hearing procedures 
to determine the justness and reasona¬ 
bleness of IPS’ filing. 

We note that the proposed increase 
would be applicable to the Towns of Den¬ 
ver and Hudson. There are presently on 
file with the Commission contracts be¬ 
tween IPS and these Towns which are 
fixed-rate, fixed-term contracts and 
which will not expire until 1976. The 
rate levels proposed herein may be above 
those levels permitted by these contracts 
and, under the rule in the Mobile Sierra 
cases* we must reject this unilaterally 
proposed increase as it would effect those 
customers.* This is without prejudice to 
IPS demonstrating to our satisfaction 
through further pleading that the rate 
levels proposed herein are lower than 
those contained in the fixed rate 
contracts. 4 


1 Iowa Public Service Company First Re¬ 
vised Sheet No. 1. FPC Electric Tariff. Origi¬ 
nal Volume No. 1. 

-The municipal customers are the Iowa 
Cities of Anthon, Aplington, Auburn, Den¬ 
ver, Dunkerton, Fonda, Hudson. Livermore, 
Pocahontas and 8ergeant Bluff. 

3 United Gas Pipe Line Co. v. Mobile Gas 
Service Corp., 360 U.8. 332 (1966) and F.P.C. 
v. 8lerra Pacific Power Co.. 360 U.S. 348 
(1956). 

4 See: our orders of March 8, and April 9, 
1973 in Iowa Public Service Company, Docket 
No. E-7760, 49 FPC 620 and 49 FPC 895. 


The Commission finds: 

(1) The proposed changes in rates and 
charges, tendered by IPS on May 29, 
1974, should be accepted for filing as of 
June 28,1974, except as they would apply 
to the Towns of Denver and Hudson, 
as hereinafter ordered. 

(2) The proposed change in rates and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, 
unduly discriminatory, preferential, or 
otherwise unlawful under section 205 of 
the Federal Power Act and should be 
suspended for the full statutory term. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pending a hearing and a decision 
thereon, IPS' proposed changes in its 
rates and charges, tendered on May 29, 
1974, are accepted for filing, except as 
they would apply to the Towns of Denver 
and Hudson, as of June 28, 1974, and 
suspended for the full statutory term, 
the use thereof deferred until Novem¬ 
ber 28, 1974, or until such time as they 
are made effective in the manner pro¬ 
vided in the Federal Power Act. 

(B) IPS’s proposed changes in its 
rates and charges, tendered on May 29. 
1974, are rejected insofar as they would 
apply to the Towns of Denver and 
Hudson. 

(C) Pursuant to authority of the Fed¬ 
eral Power Act. particularly section 205 
thereof, and the Commission's rules and 
regulations (18 CFR Chapter I), a hear¬ 
ing for purposes of cross-examination 
concerning the lawfulness and reason¬ 
ableness of the rates and charges in 
IPS’s FPC Rate Schedule, as proposed 
to be amended herein shall be held com¬ 
mencing on November 12, 1974, at 10 
a.m., e^.t., in a hearing room of the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426. 

(D) On or before September 24, 1974, 
the Commission Staff shall serve its pre¬ 
pared testimony and exhibits. Any in- 
tervenor evidence will be filed on or be¬ 
fore October 8, 1974. Any rebuttal evi¬ 
dence by company shall be served on 
or before October 20, 1974. 

(E) A Presiding Administrative Law 
Judge for that purpose (See Delega¬ 
tion of Authority, 18 CFR 3.5(d)), shall 
preside at the hearing in this proceed¬ 
ing, shall prescribe relevant procedural 
matters not herein provided, and shall 
control this proceeding in accordance 
with the policies expressed in § 2.59 of 
the Commission's rules of practice and 
procedure. 

(F) The above mentioned petitioners 
are hereby permitted to intervene in this 
proceeding, subject to the rules and 
regulations of the Commission; Pro¬ 
vided. however, That the participation 
of such intervenors shall be limited to 
matters affecting the rights and in¬ 
terests specifically set forth in the re¬ 
spective petitions to intervene; and Pro¬ 
vided, further , That the admission of 
such intervenors shall not be construed 
as recognition that they or any of them 
might be aggrieved because of any order 
or orders issued by the Commission in 
this proceeding. 


(G) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary, 

IFR Doc.74-16349 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am| 


(Docket Nos. RP74-95. RP74-49 J 

NORTHWEST PIPELINE CORP. 

Order Accepting for Filing and Suspending 

Proposed Revised Tariff Sheets, and 

Providing for Hearing 

June 28,1974. 

On May 31, 1974, Northwest Pipeline 
Corporation (Northwest) tendered for 
filing proposed changes in its FPC Gas 
Tariff, Volume No. 1, Second Revised 
Sheet No. 10, to become effective on 
July 1,1974. The proposed changes would 
provide for an average increase of ,357< 
per therm in jurisdictional costs or an 
increase in jurisdictional revenues of 
$15,690,754 annually based on the twelve 
months ended January 31, 1974, as 
adjusted. 

Northwest also tendered for filing cer¬ 
tain revised tariff sheets 1 which would 
convert the statement of Northwest’s 
Rate Schedule PL-1 from an Mcf basis 
to a therm basis. To complete this con¬ 
version to a therm basis, Northwest is 
also tendered for filing two superseding 
service agreements with the customers 
receiving service under Rate Schedule 
Plr-1.* Since First Revised Sheet Nos. 24 
and 25 are presently under suspension 
in Docket No. RP74-49, Northwest re¬ 
quests special permission, pursuant to 
§ 154.66 of the Commission s regulations, 
to permit a change in these Tariff Sheets 
so that the complete revision of Rate 
Schedule PL-1 can be accomplished. 

Northwest states that the proposed 
rate increase is necessary as a result of 
the following factors: (l)a declining gas 
supply resulting from the curtailment of 
Canadian gas supplies received at Sumas, 
Washington which Northwest estimates 
will cause a curtailment of test period 
firm sales averaging approximately 152 
MMcf per day during the winter months; 
(2) an increase in the claimed deprecia¬ 
tion rate from a composite average of 
3.22 percent to 4.5 percent; (3) increased 
costs resulting from the operation of the 
Northwest system on a divested basis 
rather than as a division of El Paso Natu¬ 
ral Gas Company: (4) an increase in the 
rate of return from 8.47 percent to 9.375 
percent which would result in added rev¬ 
enues of $2.8 million; and (5) increased 
costs which are attributable to increased 
special overriding royalty payments 
which are also the subject of a proceed¬ 
ing in Docket No. RP74-23. Northwest 


‘Substitute First Revised Sheet No. 2. 
irst Revised Sheet No. 26 (Rate Sched 
L-l), Second Revised Sheet No. 62. Subsu- 
ute First Revised Sheet No. 64. and W 
Revised Sheet Nos. 55, 56. 57, and 69 (Oenenu 
erms and Conditions). A 

2 Colorado Interstate Gas Company 
[ountain Fuel Supply Company, both agrr* 
lents to be effective on July 1, 
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states that it agrees to modify the Instant 
filing should the proceeding In Docket 
No RP74-23 be resolved prior to the 
hearing hereinafter ordered. 

Our review of Northwest's filing indi¬ 
cates that certain Issues are raised which 
may require development in an eviden¬ 
tiary proceeding. The proposed increases 
in rates and charges have not been shown 
to be just and reasonable and may be 
unjust, unreasonable, unduly discrimina¬ 
tory, preferential or otherwise unlawful. 
We shall, therefore, accept the proffered 
tariff sheets for filing, order that the 
rates be suspended for the full statutory 
period of five months until December 1, 
1974, and set the matter for hearing. 

We note that Northwest has included 
$125,000 in its rate base which is asso¬ 
ciated with uncertificated facilities in 
Docket Nos. CP74-90 and CP74-158. We 
shall permit the costs associated with 
these facilities to be included in the filing 
and to become effective, subject to re¬ 
fund, after suspension; Provided, how - 
ever, That should such facilities not be 
certificated and placed into service on 
the date the proposed rates take effect, 
subject to refund. Northwest shall file 
substitute tariff sheets Including rates 
which reflect only those facilities which 
have been certificated. 


Our review of the filing also indicates 
that Northwest is using an unmodified 
Seaboard method of cost allocation and 
rate design. In Opinion No. 671, United 
Gas Pipe Line Co. 3 we stated that in fu¬ 
ture cases it may be necessary to estab¬ 
lish pipeline rates for resale for indus¬ 
trial use more in line with the costs of 
competitive fuel. During the hearing or¬ 
dered herein, the parties should address 
themselves to the propriety of the contin¬ 
ued use of the Seaboard method on 
Northwest’s system as well as the pro¬ 
priety of the use of alternative methods 
of cost classification, allocation, and rate 
design which may more closely reflect or 
implement the Commission’s objectives 
In this area. 1 

The Commission finds: 

(1> The rates proposed by Northwest 
have not been shown to be just and rea¬ 
sonable and may be unjust, unreason¬ 
able. unduly discriminatory, preferential, 
or otherwise unlawful. 

12) it is necessary and proper in the 
Public interest in carrying out the pro¬ 
visions of the Natural Gas Act that the 
Commission enter upon a hearing con¬ 
cerning the lawfulness of the rates and 
charges contained in Northwest’s FPC 
Gas Tariff as proposed to be amended in 
Docket No. RP74-95, and that the revised 
tariff sheets filed therein be suspended, 
aud the use thereof deferred as herein¬ 
after ordered. 

( 3> Good cause exists to grant special 
Permission pursuant to § 154.66 of the 


<phase nK tew< 

j' ,atural Gaa Company. Docke 
(lasue<1 Ma » 2 0. 1974>: Co 

Dockpt Transmission Corporation 

RP74 “ 81 - BP74-82 (issued Ma; 


Commission’s regulations to permit the 
requested changes In Northwest’s First 
Revised Sheet Nos. 24 and 25. 

(4) The disposition of this proceed¬ 
ing should be expedited in accordance 
with the procedure set forth below. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act. particularly sections 4 
and 5 thereof, and the Commission’s 
rules and regulations, a public hearing 
shall be held on December 10, 1974, in a 
hearing room of the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, con¬ 
cerning the lawfulness of the rates, 
charges, classification, and services con¬ 
tained in Northwest’s FPC Gas Tariff, 
as proposed to be amended herein. 

(B) On or before November l. 1974, 
the Commission Staff shall serve its pre¬ 
pared testimony and exhibits. The pre¬ 
pared testimony and exhibits of any and 
all interveners shall be served on or be¬ 
fore November 15.1974. Any rebuttal evi¬ 
dence by Northwest shall be served on or 
before November 29,1974. 

(C) A Presiding Administrative Law 
Judge to be designated by the Chief Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge for that pur¬ 
pose (See Delegation of Authority, 13 
CFR 3.5(d)) shall preside at the hear¬ 
ing initiated by this order, and shall con¬ 
duct such hearing in accordance with 
the Natural Gas Act, the Commission’s 
rules and regulations, and the terms of 
this order. 

(D) Pending healing and a decision 
thereon. Northwest’s proposed revised 
sheets tendered for filing on May 31, 
1974, are hereby suspended for five 
months and the use thereof deferred un¬ 
til December 1, 1974; Provided p however , 
That If certificate approval has not been 
granted in Docket Nos. CP74-80 and 
CP74-158 by December 1, 1974, North¬ 
west shall file substitute tariff sheets re¬ 
flecting exclusion of costs associated with 
the facilities which are the subject of 
the aforementioned dockets. 

(E) Northwest’s request for special 
permission pursuant to § 154.66 of the 
Commission’s regulations to change First 
Revised Sheet Nos. 24 and 25 is hereby 
granted. 

(F) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made In 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15350 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am| 


I Docket No. RP72-1151 

OKLAHOMA NATURAL GAS GATHERING 
CORP. 

Order Accepting for Filing and Suspending 
Proposed PGA Rate Increase 

June 28, 1974. 

On May 16, 1974, Oklahoma Natural 
Gas Gathering Corporation (Gathering 
Corporation) tendered for filing a pro¬ 


posed PGA rate increase 1 to become 
effective July 1, 1974, of 9.10# per Mcf to 
reflect supplier increases and to recover 
the balance in its deferred purchased 
gas cost account. Gathering Corpora¬ 
tion's PGA increase is premised, in part, 
upon small producer purchases. 

Gathering Corporation's filing was 
noticed on May 28, 1974, with protests or 
petitions to intervene due on or before 
June 7, 1974. No protests or petitions to 
intervene have been received to date. 

Our review indicates that the proposed 
rates have not been shown to be just and 
reasonable and may be unjust, unreason¬ 
able, unduly discriminatory or otherwise 
unlawful. Gathering Corporation’s pro¬ 
posed tariff sheets will therefore be ac¬ 
cepted for filing, suspended for one day, 
and permitted to become effective there¬ 
after subject to refund. 

With regard to the question of the 
small producer purchases, we note that 
the Supreme Court in Federal Power 
Commission v. Texaco, Inc. et al.* re¬ 
cently remanded the question of the 
standards the Commission must use in 
determining the justness and reason¬ 
ableness of the prices for small producer 
purchases pursuant to Commission Order 
No. 428. We believe, therefore, that it 
would be premature to establish a hear¬ 
ing schedule in this docket at this time. 
We shall permit the rates proposed here¬ 
in to be charged subject to refund as of 
July 2, 1974. pending further order in 
this docket. 

The Commission finds: 

It is necessary and appropriate in the 
public interest and to aid in the enforce¬ 
ment of the Natural Gas Act that Gather¬ 
ing Corporation’s proposed PGA rate 
increase filing should be accepted for 
filing, suspended and permitted to be¬ 
come effective subject to refund pend¬ 
ing further Commission order in this 
docket. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Gathering Corporation’s May 16, 
1974, PGA rate increase filing is hereby 
accepted for filing, suspended and per¬ 
mitted to become effective on July 2, 
1974, subject to refund pending further 
Commission order in this docket. 

(B> The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-15351 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


[ Docket No. RP74-691 

TRUNKLINE GAS CO. 

Accepting for Filing, Suspending and Or¬ 
dering Revision of Proposed Tariff 
Sheets; Interventions, Hearing Proce¬ 
dures, etc. • 

June 28,1974. 

Trunkline Gas Company (Trunkline) 
on May 15, 1974, tendered for filing pro- 


1 Fourth Revised Sheet No. POA-1 to FPO 
Gas Tariff. Original Volume No. 1. 

•Docket Nos. 72-1490 and 72-1491, Opin¬ 
ion Issued June 10,1974. 
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posed changes in its FPC Gas Tariff, 
Original Volume No. 1/ to become effec¬ 
tive July 1, 1974. Trunkline states that 
the proposed change in rates would in¬ 
crease revenues from jurisdictional sales 
and service by $63,940,397. The proposed 
increase is based on a test year of the 
twelve-month period ending January 31, 
1974, as adjusted. 

This filing was noticed on May 28. 
1974, with petitions to intervene due on 
or before June 6. 1974. Pour timely * * and 
three untimely tt petitions to intervene 
have been filed. 

Trunkline's filing reflects an increase 
in claimed rate of return from 8.50 per¬ 
cent to 10.07 percent and an increase in 
its claimed depreciation rate. Trunkline's 
filing uses the unmodified Seaboard 
method of cost classification and allo¬ 
cation, but also includes a provision sep¬ 
arating the commodity portion of each 
two part rate into capacity and gas 
supply components, a provision to adjust 
the capacity component of the commod¬ 
ity rate in relation to monthly sales, and 
a provision to adjust its rates to reflect 
increases or decreases in the level of 
advance payments for gas, based on the 
tracking provision contained in its set¬ 
tlement approved by Commission order 
issued April 11, 1972. in Trunkline Gas 
Company, Docket No. RP72-23, et al. 
The subject filing also includes the costs 
of certain advance payments which are 
the subject of litigation in Docket Nos. 
RP72-23 et al. and RP73-35. 

Trunkline has also requested waiver of 
§ 154.38(d) (3) of the regulations to per¬ 
mit the inclusion of an advance payment 
tracking provision in its FPC Gas Tariff. 
Sections 154.38(d) (3), (4) and (5) of 
the regulations provide that no perma¬ 
nent automatic rate adjustment provi¬ 
sion shall be permitted for natural gas 
companies except for purchased gas and 
research and development expenditures. 
We have only permitted advance pay¬ 
ment tracking provisions when they are 
part of an approved rate settlement 
agreement wherein the Commission has 
reviewed all of the pipeline's costs, in¬ 
cluding advance payments, and revenues 
and has determined that an advance 
payment tracking provision is proper for 
the period the settlement remains in 
effect; i.e., until the next section 4 rate 
increase becomes effective, subject to re¬ 
fund. 4 Under Trunkline’s proposal, the 
Commission would not be able to review 
advance payments costs along with other 


*See Appendixes A and B filed as part of 
the original document. 

* Central Illinois Light Company. Colum¬ 
bia Gas Transmission Company, Laclede 
Gas Company, and Michigan Gas Utilities 
Company. 

8 Northern Indiana Public Service Com¬ 
pany, Consumers Power Company, and the 
City of Indianapolis* Indiana. 

* Order No. 499,-FPC - issued De¬ 

cember 29, 1973, in Docket No. RM74-4: 

Southern Natural Gas Company. - FPC 

- issued April 13, 1973, in Docket No. 

RP72-91, et al.; Northern Natural Gas Com¬ 
pany. -FPC-, issued May 20. 1974, In 

Docket No. RP74-80; Florida Gas Transmis¬ 
sion Company,-FPC-Issued May 29, 

1974. in Docket No. RP74-78. 


costs associated with jurisdictional serv¬ 
ice. Moreover, the Commission found in 
Order No. 499, supra., that permitting 
the inclusion of permanent advance pay¬ 
ment tracking provisions in a pipeline’s 
tariff w'as not necessary to insure the re¬ 
covery by the pipeline of costs associated 
with its advance payments program. Ac¬ 
cordingly, the alternate proposed tariff 
sheets listed in Appendix A " which do 
not include the advance payment track¬ 
ing provision should be accepted for fil¬ 
ing as more fully set out below. 

The inclusion of the capacity rate ad¬ 
justment provision in the tariff sheets 
in Appendixes A and Bis also contrary 
to the requirements of § 154.38(d) (3). 
Such provisions are therefore not prop¬ 
erly includable in a filing under Section 
4 of the Natural Gas Act. We shall how¬ 
ever accept the tariff sheets in Appen¬ 
dix A for filing, and order that Trunk¬ 
line file substitute tariff sheets which do 
not reflect such a capacity rate adjust¬ 
ment provision. We shall institute an in¬ 
vestigation under section 5 of the Natu¬ 
ral Gas Act into the justness and rea¬ 
sonableness of such a capacity rate ad¬ 
justment provision and consolidate such 
proceeding for possible prospective ap¬ 
plication with the section 4 hearing 
herein ordered.* 

As to the advance payments which are 
the subject of litigation in Trunkline, 
Docket Nos. RP72-23, et al., the accept¬ 
ance of the tariff sheets herein shall be 
similarly conditioned on Trunkline’s fil¬ 
ing tariff sheets which reflect the out¬ 
come of that case. 

In light of Commission policy on the 
appropriateness of the use of the Sea¬ 
board method of cost classification, allo¬ 
cation and rate design,* all parties should 
direct their attention to, and file evi¬ 
dence on the propriety of the use of 
this or any other method of rate design 
and cost allocation which may more 
closely reflect and implement the Com¬ 
mission’s objectives and policies in this 
area. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) The proposed changes in Trunk¬ 
line’s FPC Gas Tariff should be accepted 
for filing, subject to the conditions here¬ 
inafter ordered, suspended for five 
months, and the use thereof deferred un¬ 
til December 1, 1974. 

(2) It is necessary and proper in the 
public interest and to aid in the enforce¬ 
ment of the Natural Gas Act that the 
Commission enter upon a hearing con¬ 
cerning the lawfulness of the rates and 
charges in Trunkline’s FPC Gas Tariff, 
as proposed to be amended in this docket. 

< 3> Good cause exists to permit the in¬ 
tervention of the above mentioned peti¬ 
tioners. 

(4) Good cause does not exist to grant 
w'aiver of § 154.38(d)(3) of the regula¬ 
tions. 


*■ Appendix A and B are filed a« part of 
the original document. 

# United Gas Pipe Line Company,-FPC 

- issued January 10, 1974, in Docket No. 

RP74-21. 

•See Columbia Gas Transmission Com¬ 
pany. issued May 81.1974, and the eases oited 
in footnote 8 thereof. 


The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the Authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4 
and 5 thereof, the Commission’s rules of 
practice and procedure, and the regula¬ 
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 
Chapter I), a public hearing shall be 
held on November 26. 1974, for the pur¬ 
pose of cross-examination concerning 
the lawfulness and reasonableness of the 
rates and charges in FPC Gas Tariff, as 
proposed to be amended herein 

(B) The Commission Staff shall file 
its evidence on or before October 15. 
1974. Any intervenor evidence shall be 
filed on or before October 29. 1974. Any 
rebuttal evidence bv Trunkline shall be 
filed on or before November 12, 1974. 

(C> A Presiding Administrative Law 
Judge to be designated by the Chief Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge for that purpose 
(See Delegation of Authority. 18 CFR 
3.5(d)), shall preside at the healing in 
this proceeding, shall prescribe relevant 
procedural matters not herein provided 
and shall control this proceeding in ac¬ 
cordance with the policies expressed in 
§ 2.59 of the Commission’s rules of prac¬ 
tice and procedure. 

<D) Pending hearing and a decision 
thereon. Trunkline’s proposed revised 
tariff sheets in Appendix A below are ac¬ 
cented for filing and susnended for the 
full statutory period of five months and 
the use thereof deferred until December 
1, 1974, and until such time as they are 
made effective in the manner provided in 
the Natural Gas Act; Provided, however 
That Trunkline shall file tariff sheets ap¬ 
propriately reflecting final resolution of 
the advance pavment issues in Docket 
Nos. RP72-23, et al., and Provided, fur¬ 
ther, That Trunkline shall within 30 dav* 
of the Issuance of this order file tariff 
sheets w*hich exclude the capacity rate 
adjustment provisions proposed herein 

(E) Waiver of § 154.38(d) (3) is de¬ 
nied. 

(F> The above mentioned petitioners 
are hereby permitted to intervene in 
this proceeding, subject to the Rules and 
Regulations of the Commission; Pro¬ 
vided, however , That the participation 
of such intervenors shall be limited to 
matters affecting the rights and interests 
specifically set forth in the respective 
petitions to intervene; and Provided . fur¬ 
ther, That the admission of such inter¬ 
venors shall not be construed as recog- 
nition that they or any of them might 
be aggrieved because of any order or or¬ 
ders issued by the Commission in tni. 
proceeding. 

<G> Nothing contained herein shall I# 
construed as limiting the rights of partly 
to this proceeding regarding the c ° nvc ”j 
ing of conferences or offers of setuemcn 
pursuant to § 1.18 of the Commission 
rules of practice and procedure. 

(H> The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order in the Ffp^ 1 j 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

IsealI Kenneth F. Pi-” ” - 

Secretory 

| FR Doc.74-15352 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 *“1 
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interim compliance panel 

(COAL MINE HEALTH AND SAFETY) 

INDIAN HEAD MINING CO. AND 
LITTLE ROCK COAL CO. 


Further information about the items 
on this Daily List may be obtained from 
the Clearance Office. Office of Manage¬ 
ment and Budget, Washington, D.C. 
20503 (202-395-4529). 


Applications for Renewal Permits, Electric 

Face Equipment Standard; Notice of 

Opportunity for Public Hearing 

Applications for Renewal Permits for 
Noncompliance with the Electric Face 
Equipment Standard prescribed by the 
Federal Coal Mine Health and Safety 
Act of 1969 have been received for items 
of equipment in underground coal mines 
as follows: 

(1) ICP Docket No. 4291-000. INDIAN 
HEAD MINING COMPANY. Mine #3. Mine ID 
No. 15 02378 0. Engle, Kentucky, ICP Permit 
No. 4291-002 (Porter End Dump Battery 
Buggy, I.D. No. B-2); 

(2) ICP Docket No. 4388-000, LITTLE 
ROCK COAL CO., Mine No. 13. Mine ID No. 
44 01871 0, Grundy. Virginia, ICP Permit No. 
4388-001 (Joy 14BU9 Loading Machine, Ser. 

No. 3AE). 

In accordance with the provisions of 30 
CFR 504.7(b), notice is hereby given that 
requests for public hearing as to an ap¬ 
plication for a renewal permit may be 
filed within 15 days after publication of 
this notice. Requests for public he aring 
must be filed in accordance with 30 CFR 
Part 505 (35 FR 11296, July 15, 1970), as 
amended, copies of which may be ob¬ 
tained from the Panel upon request. 

A copy of each application is available 
for inspection and requests for public 
hearing may be filed in the office of the 
Correspondence Control Officer, Interim 
Compliance Panel, Room 800, 1730 K 
Street. NW., Washington. D.C. 20006. 

George A. Hornbeck, 
Chairman , 

Interim Compliance Panel. 

July 1 , 1974. 

tPR Doc.74-15318 Filed 7-3-74:8:46 am] 


New Forms 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Forest Service. Minority Landowners Assist¬ 
ance, Form__ Single time, Lowry, Minor¬ 

ity Forest landowners in Missouri. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

National Park Service, Public Opinion Sur¬ 
vey: National Capital Parks. Form_, 

Single time. Planchon, Individuals. 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Employment Standards Administration, Re¬ 
port of Ventilatory Study. Form CM 907. 
Occasional, Ellett, Physicians, hospitals and 
other medical clinics. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Department of the Army, Waterway Traffic 
Report (Vessel Log and Detailed Vessel 
Log). Form ENG 3102 c. ENG 3102 d. Occa¬ 
sional, Cay wood, Operators of vessels tran¬ 
siting navigation locks. 

Extensions 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 

Offloe of Economic Opportunity, Grantee 
Staff Salary Report (Annual), Form OEO 
242, Annual, Lowry, OEO grantees. 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

National Historical Sources Grant Program- 
Financial Report, Form GSA 2066, Semi¬ 
annual. Lowry. Universities, historical so¬ 
cieties, other non-profit organizations. 

Phillip D. Larsen, 
Budget and Management Officer. 

[FR Doc.74-16496 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 amj 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File No. 506-11 


OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET 


CLEARANCE OF REPORTS 


List of Requests 

The following is a list of requests for 
clearance of reports intended for use in 
collecting information from the public 
received by the Office of Management 
!?nA Budget on July 1 . 1974 (44 USC 
P c Purpose of publishing this 
tst in the Federal Register Is to inform 
the public. 


The list includes the title of each re- 
r ^ ceive< ^» the name of the agencj 
ng the P r °Posed collection of in- 
S. n; toe agency form number, ij 
the fre< * uen cy With which th< 
iNormation is proposed to be collected 
re viewer or reviewing 
of *?toto OMB, and an indicatior 

PropMl&iS: resp ° ndents 10 th( 

whirh (x) identifies proposal! 

issues ^ ralse no si&niflcanl 

notir are to k e a PP rove d after briel 
°hce through this release. 


EQUITY FUNDING CORPORATION OF 
AMERICA 

Notice of Suspension of Trading 

June 28,1974. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock, warrants to purchase the stock, 
9V 2 percent debentures due 1990, 5VS> per¬ 
cent convertible subordinated debentures 
due 1991, and all other securities of 
Equity Funding Corporation of America 
being traded otherwise than on a na¬ 
tional securities exchange is required in 
the public interest and for the protection 
of investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading In such securities other¬ 
wise than on a national securities ex¬ 
change is suspended, for the period from 
July 1, 1974 through July 10, 1974. 

By the Commission. 

f seal] Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15409 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 amj 


[File No. 500-11 

INDUSTRIES INTERNATIONAL, INC. 

Notice of Suspension of Trading 

June 28.1974. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Industries International, Inc., 
being traded otherwise than on a na¬ 
tional securities exchange is required in 
the public interest and for the protection 
of investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading in such securities otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange 
is suspended, for the period from Julv 1, 
1974 through July 10. 1974. 

By the Commission. 

f sealI Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-15407 Filed 7-0-74:8:45 amj 


[70-5467] 

JERSEY CENTRAL POWER & LIGHT CO. 

Notice of Filing of Post-Effective Amend¬ 
ment Regarding Issue and Sale of Cu¬ 
mulative Preferred Stock and Request 
for Exception From Competitive Bidding 

June 28,1974. 

Notice is hereby given that Jersey 
Central Power & Light Co. (“Jersey 
Central”), Madison Avenue at Punch 
Bowl Road, Morristown, New Jersey. 
07960, an electric utility subsidiary com¬ 
pany of General Public Utilities Corpora¬ 
tion, a registered holding company, has 
filed with this Commission a third post¬ 
effective amendment to the application 
previously filed in this matter, pursuant 
to section 6 (b) of the Public Utility Hold¬ 
ing Company Act of 1935 (“Act”) and 
rules 24 and 50 promulgated thereunder 
as applicable to the proposed transac¬ 
tion. All interested persons are referred 
to the application as now amended, 
which is summaried below, for a com¬ 
plete statement of the proposed transac¬ 
tion. 

By orders dated April 3. 1974 and May 
24, 1974 (Holding Company Act Release 
Nos. 18361 and 18423), this Commission, 
among other things, authorized the is¬ 
suance and sale of 350,000 additional 
shares of Jersey Central's Cumulative 
Preferred Stock, __ percent Series F, sub¬ 
ject to the competitive bidding require¬ 
ments of rule 50 under the Act. 

Pursuant to its public invitation for 
bids, Jersey Central received only one bid 
on May 30. 1974 for 200,000 shares of 
said stock at $100 per share and a divi¬ 
dend rate and cost to the company of 
12.56 percent. Jersey Central accepted 
such bid, but concluded the following day 
that it would not proceed with the con¬ 
summation of the sale because it could 
not be certain that the ultimate pur¬ 
chasers of such 200,000 shares of Cumu¬ 
lative Preferred Stock would have knowl¬ 
edge, prior to confirmation of their pur¬ 
chase, of material developments which 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 39, NO. 130—FRIDAY, JULY 5, 1974 









24712 

had occurred subsequent to the distribu¬ 
tion of its prospectus, upon the basis of 
which such bids had been invited. Those 
events were (a) the entry by the New 
Jersey Public Utility Commissioners 
(“NJPUC”) on May 28. 1974, of an in¬ 
terim order granting Jersey Central a 
$23.6 million annual rate increase, but 
also providing that charges under Jersey 
Central’s energy adjustment clause could 
not exceed 1.35tf per kwh without further 
authorization from the NJPUC, and (b) 
the discovery on the evening of May 29, 
1974 of a malfunction in the reactor of 
Jersey Central’s Oyster Creek nuclear 
generating station which prevented the 
operation of such station. 

Prom a subsequent discussion with 
underwriter representatives, it was de¬ 
termined that it would not be feasible to 
market the preferred shares through 
competitive bidding in the near future 
due to the stock’s rating and the gen¬ 
erally uncertain market for securities of 
electric utilities. It was also determined 
that, in view of the past unsuccessful ef¬ 
fort to market the shares through com¬ 
petitive bidding, a private placement or 
a negotiated public offering would be the 
only feasible alternatives. 

Jersey Central now requests pursuant 
to the provisions of paragraph (a)(5) 
of rule 50 that it be granted an exemp¬ 
tion from the competitive bidding re¬ 
quirements of rule 50 with respect to 
the proposed issuance and sale by it of 
the 350,000 shares of Cumulative Pre¬ 
ferred Stock, in order that it may enter 
Into negotiations for a sale on a private 
placement basis, or through a negotiated 
public underwriting, of such shares, or 
such lesser number of shares as Jersey 
Central shall find it feasible to sell on 
satifactory terms. 

The Board of Public Utility Commis¬ 
sioners of New Jersey has jurisdiction 
over the proposed issue and sale of the 
Cumulative Preferred Stock by Jersey 
Central and no other state commission 
and no federal commission, other than 
this Commission has jurisdiction over the 
proposed transaction. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than July 15, 
1974, request in writing that a hearing 
be held on such matter, stating the na¬ 
ture of his interest, the reasons for such 
request, and the issues of fact or law 
raised by said post-effective amendment 
to the application which he desires to 
controvert; or he may request that he be 
notified should the Commission order a 
hearing thereon. Any such request 
should be addressed: Secretary, Securi¬ 
ties and Exchange Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such re¬ 
quest should be served personally or by 
mail (air mail if the person being served 
is located more than 500 miles from the 
point of mailing) upon the applicant at 
the above-stated address, and proof of 
service (by affidavit or. in case of an at¬ 
torney at law. by certificate) should be 
filed with the request. At any time after 
said date, the application, as now amend¬ 
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ed or as it may be further amended, 
may be granted as provided in rule 23 
of the general rules and regulations pro¬ 
mulgated under the Act. or the Commis¬ 
sion may grant exemption from such 
rules as provided in rules 20(a) and 100 
thereof or take such other action as it 
may deem appropriate. Persons who re¬ 
quest a hearing or advice as to whether 
a hearing is ordered will receive any no¬ 
tices and orders issued in this matter, in¬ 
cluding the date of the hearing (if or¬ 
dered) and any postponements thereof. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Shirley E. Hollis. 

Assistant Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-15411 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am) 


[File No. 500-11 

WESTGATE CALIFORNIA CORP. 

Notice of Suspension of Trading 

June 28, 1974. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock (class A and B), the cumulative 
preferred stock (5 percent and 6 per¬ 
cent), the 6 percent subordinated de¬ 
bentures due 1979 and the 6V 2 percent 
convertible subordinated debentures due 
1987 being traded otherwise than on a 
national securities exchange is required 
in the public interest and for the pro¬ 
tection of investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading in such securities other¬ 
wise than on a national securities ex¬ 
change is suspended, for the period from 
June 29, 1974 through July 8, 1974. 

By the Commission. 

Tseal) Shirley E. Hollis. 

Assistant Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15408 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 amj 


[File No. 500-11 

ZENITH DEVELOPMENT CORP. 

Notice of Suspension of Trading 

June 28, 1974. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Zenith Development Corpora¬ 
tion being traded otherwise than on a 
national securities exchange is required 
in the public interest and for the protec¬ 
tion of investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading in such securities other¬ 
wise than on a national securities ex¬ 
change is suspended, for the period from 
July 1, 1974 through July 10, 1974. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15410 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
Manpower Administration 
DELAWARE 

Extended Unemployment Compensation- 
State “Off” Indicator 

The Federal-State Extended Unem¬ 
ployment Compensation Act of 1970, 84 
Stat. 708, establishes a program of ex¬ 
tended unemployment compensation 
which provides for payment of extended 
unemployment compensation to unem¬ 
ployed workers who have received an of 
the regular unemployment compensation 
to which they are entitled, commencing 
when unemployment is high (according 
to indicators set forth in the law) and 
terminating when unemployment ceases 
to be high (according to indicators set 
forth in the law). Pursuant to sec. 203 
(b) (2) of the Act, notice is hereby given 
that J. Thomas Schrank, Secretary of 
the Delaware Department of Labor, has 
determined that there was a State “off” 
indicator in Delaware for the week end¬ 
ing June 1. 1974, and that the extended 
benefit period which commenced in Del¬ 
aware with the week beginning March 
24. 1974, pursuant to notice published 
in 39 FR 11481. will end with the week 
ending June 22,1974. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 27th 
day of June, 1974. 

William H. Kolberc. 

Assistant Secretary lor Manpower. 

[FR Doc.74-15393 Filed 7-3-74.8:45 amj 


Office of the Secretary 
DUCHESS FOOTWEAR CORP. 
Continuation of Certification of Eligibility 

After an affirmative finding a certifi¬ 
cation of eligibility was issued on June 30, 
1972 pursuant to section 302(c). of the 
Trade Expansion Act of 1962 (37 FR 
13387) certifying that all workers of the 
following plants and subsidiary of Duch¬ 
ess Footwear Corp., Salem, Massachu¬ 
setts, who became or will become unem¬ 
ployed or underemployed after the fol¬ 
lowing dates are eligible to apply for 
adjustment assistance under Title HI, 
Chapter 3, of the Trade Expansion Act 
of 1962: Dover, New Hampshire, March 7. 
1970; South Berwick, Maine, April 16. 
1971; Buskens (Dover, New Hampshire*, 
April 16,1971; and Salem, Massachusetts. 
June 25. 1971. The certification has not 
been terminated under section 302<eh 
and it appearing, on the basis of addi¬ 
tional information, that conditions spec¬ 
ified in section 301(c) (2) of the Act con¬ 
tinue to exist with respect to workers 
at the Salem, Massachusetts plant cov¬ 
ered by the certification of June 30,197-. 
it is hereby so determined and certifica¬ 
tion is made so that: all workers at the 
Salem. Massachusetts plant, who are 
threatened with unemployment or ufi* 
deremployment on and after June 30, 
1974, continue to be eligible to apply ior 
adjustment assistance. 
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Signed at Washington, D.C., this 28th 
day of June 1974. 

JOEL SEGALL, 
Deputy Under Secretary , 
International Affairs. 

(FR Doc.74-15392 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 amj 


Wage and Hour Division 

[Administrative Order No. 8331 


SPECIAL INDUSTRY 
NEWLY COVERED 
AMERICAN SAMOA 


COMMITTEE FOR 
EMPLOYMENT IN 


Appointment; Convention; Notice of 
Hearing 


Paragraph 6(c) (3) of the Pair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 (29 U.S.C. 206(c) 
(3)). as amended by the Fair Labor 
Standards Amendments of 1974 (Pub. L. 
93-259, approved April 8, 1974) provides 
that in the case of any employee em¬ 
ployed in American Samoa brought with¬ 
in the purview of the minimum wage 
provision by those amendments, a special 
industry committee shall be appointed 
under section 5 of the Act (29 U.S.C. 
205) to recommend the highest minimum 
wage rate or rates which accord with 
the standards prescribed by section 8 of 
the Act (29 U.S.C. 208). The rate or rates 
recommended by the special industry 
committee shall not exceed the rates pre¬ 
scribed in section 6(b) for nonagricul- 
tural employees and section 6(a) (5) for 
agricultural employees. Thus, for non- 
agricultural employees the rates recom¬ 
mended shall not be in excess of $1.90 an 
hour for the period ending December 31, 
1974; $2.00 an hour during the year be¬ 
ginning January 1, 1975. $2.20 an hour 
during the year beginning January 1, 
1976, and $2.30 an hour after Decem¬ 
ber 31. 1976. For agricultural employees 
the rates recommended shall not exceed 
$1.60 an hour during the period ending 
December 31, 1974; $1.80 an hour during 
the year beginning January 1.1975; $2.00 
an hour during the year beginning Jan¬ 
uary l, 1976; $2.20 an hour during the 
year beginning January 1, 1977, and 
$2.30 an hour after December 31, 1977. 


Pursuant to the above cited statutory 
authority and Reorganization Plan No. 
6 of 1950 (3 CFR 1949-53 Comp., p. 1004), 

I hereby appoint Industry Committee No. 

II for Newly-Covered Employments in 
American Samoa, to make recommenda¬ 
tions In its industry, convene such com¬ 
mittee, and give notice of the hearing to 
be held by it. 

These newly-covered employees in¬ 
clude the following: 

1. Government workers employed by 
tue Government of American Samoa and 
its political subdivisions. 

2, Domestic service workers: Domestic 
rvice means services of a household na- 

^ 4 P fZ formed by an employee in or 
ut u e pr * va * e home of the person by 
hfvm?* e i >r sbe 15 em Ployed. A private 
e is a fixed place of abode of an indl- 
1 ua l or family. A separate and distinct 


dwelling maintained by an Individual 
or family in an apartment house or motel 
may constitute a private home. However, 
a dwelling house primarily used as a 
boarding or lodging house for the purpose 
of supplying such services to the public 
as a business enterprise is not a private 
home. 

Domestic service in and about a private 
home includes services performed by per¬ 
sons employed as cooks, butlers, valets, 
maids, housekeepers, governesses, jani¬ 
tors. laundresses, caretakers, handymen, 
gardeners, footmen, grooms and chauf¬ 
feurs. 

3. Employees employed in retail and 
service establishments that are parts of 
covered enterprises and that have an 
annual dollar volume of sales which is 
less than $250,000 but is not less than 
$225,000 after January 1, 1975, and is not 
less than $200,000 after January 1, 1976, 
and in any amount after January 1, 
1977. 

4. Employees engaged in handling tele¬ 
graphic messages for the public where the 
revenue does not exceed $500 a month. 

5. Employees of motion picture thea¬ 
ters. 

6. Agricultural employees engaged in 
processing shade-grown tobacco prior to 
stemming. 

7. Employees in forestry or lumbering 
operations where the number of employ¬ 
ees is eight or less. 

8. Agricultural employees of conglom¬ 
erates with an annual gross volume of 
sales exceeding $10 million dollars re¬ 
gardless of the number of employees 
engaged in agriculture. 

Industry Committee No. 11 will meet 
in executive session to commence its 
investigation at 9:00 a.m. and begin its 
public hearing at 11:00 a.m. on Monday, 
August 19, 1974, at the Pago Pago Hotel 
in Pago Pago, American Samoa. 

Promptly after the receipt of evidence 
and submissions, the committee shall re¬ 
solve the issues before it and prepare a 
report containing its findings of facts, 
and conclusions as well as the reasons 
and basis therefor. 

The committee shall recommend to the 
Administrator of the Wage and Hour Di¬ 
vision of the Department of Labor the 
highest minimum wage rate or rates for 
the industry which it determines, having 
due regard to economic and competitive 
conditions, will not substantially curtail 
employment In the industry, and will not 
give such industry a competitive advan¬ 
tage over any industry in the United 
States outside of Puerto Rico, the Virgin 
Islands or American Samoa. 

Whenever the industry committee finds 
that a higher minimum wage may be de¬ 
termined for employees engaged in cer¬ 
tain activities in the industry than may 
be determined for other employees in 
that industry, the committee shall rec¬ 
ommend such reasonable classifications 
within the industry as It determines to 
be necessary for the purpose of fixing for 
each classification the highest minimum 


wage rate that can be determined for it 
under the principles set forth herein and 
In 29 CFR 511.10 which will not give a 
competitive advantage to any group In 
the industry. No classification shall be 
made, however, and no minimum wage 
rate shall be fixed solely on a regional 
basis or on the basis of age or sex. In 
determining whether there should be 
classifications within an Industry, in 
making such classifications, and in deter¬ 
mining the minimum wage rates for such 
classifications, the industry committee 
shall consider, among other relevant fac¬ 
tors, the following: (a) Competitive con¬ 
ditions as affected by transportation, liv¬ 
ing, and production costs; (b) wages es¬ 
tablished for work of like or comparable 
character by collective labor agreements 
negotiated between employers and em¬ 
ployees by representatives of their own 
choosing; and (c) wages paid for work 
of like or comparable character by em¬ 
ployers who voluntarily maintain mini¬ 
mum wage standards in the industry. 

The Administrator of the Wage and 
Hour Division, U.S. Department of Labor, 
shall prepare an economic report con¬ 
taining the information he has assembled 
pertinent to the matters referred to the 
committee. Copies of this report may be 
obtained at the Office of the Governor, 
Pago Pago, American Samoa, and the 
National Office of Wage and Hour Divi¬ 
sion. U.S. Department of Labor, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20210, as soon as it is com¬ 
pleted. The committee will take official 
notice of the facts stated in this report. 
Parties, however, shall be afforded an 
opportunity to refute such facts by evi¬ 
dence received at the hearing. 

The procedure of this industry com¬ 
mittee will be governed by the provisions 
of 29 CFR Part 511. Copies of this part 
of the regulations will be available at the 
Office of the Governor in Pago Pago, 
American Samoa, and at the National 
Office of the Wage and Hour Division. 
The proceedings will be conducted in 
English but in the event a witness should 
wish to testify in Samoan, an interpreter 
will be provided. As a prerequisite to par¬ 
ticipation as a party, interested persons 
shall file six copies of a prehearing state¬ 
ment at the aforementioned Office of the 
Governor of American Samoa and six 
copies at the National Office of the Wage 
and Hour Division, U.S. Department of 
Labor, Washington, D.C. 20210. Each 
prehearing statement shall contain the 
data specified in §511.8 of the regula¬ 
tions and shall be filed not later than 
July 30, 1974. If such statements are sent 
by airmail between American Samoa and 
the mainland, such filing shall be 
deemed timely if postmarked within the 
time provided. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 28th 
day of June 1974. 

Peter J. Brennan, 
Secretary of Labor . 

[FR Doc.74-16310 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

lNotice No. 52] 

MOTOR CARRIER, BROKER, WATER CAR¬ 
RIER AND FREIGHT FORWARDER APPLI¬ 
CATIONS 

June 28, 1974. 

The following applications (except as 
otherwise specifically noted, each appli¬ 
cant (on applications filed after 
March 27, 1972) states that there will be 
no significant effect on the quality of the 
human environment resulting from ap¬ 
proval of its application), are governed 
by Special Rule 1100.247’ of the Com¬ 
mission’s general rules of practice (49 
CFR, as amended), published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register issue of April 20, 1966, ef¬ 
fective May 20, 1966. These rules pro¬ 
vide, among other things, that a protest 
to the granting of an application must be 
filed with the Commission within 30 days 
after date of notice of filing of the ap¬ 
plication is published in the Federal 
Register. Failure seasonably to file a 
protest will be construed as a waiver of 
opposition and participation in the pro¬ 
ceeding. A protest under these rules 
should comply with section 247(d) (3) of 
the rules of practice which requires that 
it set forth specifically the grounds upon 
which it is made, contain a detailed 
statement of protestant’s interest in the 
proceeding (including a copy of the 
specific portions of its authority which 
protestant believes to be in conflict with 
that sought in the application, and de¬ 
scribing in detail the method—whether 
by joinder, interline, or other means—by 
which protestant would use such author¬ 
ity to provide all or part of the service 
proposed), and shall specify with partic¬ 
ularity the facts, matters, and thingB 
relied upon, but shall not include issues 
or allegations phrased generally. Pro¬ 
tests not in reasonable compliance with 
the requirements of the rules may be 
rejected. The original and one (1) copy 
of the protest shall be filed with the 
Commission, and a copy shall be served 
concurrently upon applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative, or applicant if no representa¬ 
tive is named. If the protest includes a 
request for oral hearing, such requests 
shall meet the requirements of section 
247(d) (4) of the special rules, and shall 
include the certification required there¬ 
in. 

Section 247(f) of the Commission’s 
rules of practice further provides that 
each applicant shall, if protests to its 
application have been filed, and within 
60 days of the date of this publication, 
notify the Commission in writing (1) that 
it is ready to proceed and prosecute the 
application, or (2) that it wishes to with¬ 
draw the application, failure in which the 
application will be dismissed by the Com¬ 
mission. 

Further processing steps (whether 
modified procedure, oral hearing, or other 


1 Copies of Special Rule 247 (as amended) 
can be obtained by writing to the Secretary, 
Interstate Commerce Commission. Washing¬ 
ton, D C. 20423. 


procedures) will be determined generally 
in accordance with the Commission’s 
general policy statement concerning 
motor carrier licensing procedures, pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register issue of 
May 3. 1966. This assignment will be by 
Commission order which will be served 
on each party of record. Broadening 
amendments will not be accepted after 
the date of this publication except for 
good cause shown, and restrictive amend¬ 
ments will not be entertained following 
publication in the Federal Register of a 
notice that the proceeding has been as¬ 
signed for oral hearing. 

No. MC 2900 (Sub-No. 261), filed 
May 8, 1974. Applicant: RYDER TRUCK 
LINES. INC.. 2050 Kings Road, Jackson¬ 
ville, Fla. 32209. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: S. E. Somers, Jr. (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier . by motor vehicle, 
over regular and irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: (1) Regular routes: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk and 
those requiring special equipment), (A) 
Between Gainesville, Fla., and Tampa, 
Fla.: From Gainesville over U.S. Highway 
441 to junction U.S. Highway 301, thence 
over U.S. Highway 301 to junction U.S. 
Highway 92, thence over U.S. Highway 
92 to Tampa, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 
(B) Between Waldo, Fla. and Tampa, 
Fla.: From Waldo over U.S. Highway 301 
to junction U.S. Highway 92, thence over 
U.S. Highway 92 to Tampa, and return 
over the same route, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points and serving New Port 
Richey. Fla., Central Phosphates, Inc., at 
or near Crystal Springs. Fla., and points 
in Pinellas County, Fla., as off-route 
points; (C) Between Sarasota. Fla., and 
junction U.S. Highway 41 and Florida 
Highway 951: From Sarasota, Fla., over 
U.S. Highway 41 to junction Florida 
Highway 951, and return over the same 
routes, serving all intermediate points 
and serving Arcadia, Fla. and points in 
Lee County, Fla., as off-route points; and 
(D) Between junction U.S. Highway 41 
and Florida Highway 951 and junction 
U.S. Highway 41 and U.S. Highway 1: 
From junction U.S. Highway 41 and 
Florida Highway 951 over U.S. Highway 
41 to junction U.S. 1, and return over 
the same route, serving points in Dade 
County, Fla. as off-route points; and (2) 
Irregular routes: Foodstuffs, from points 
in Florida, to points in Alabama, Arkan¬ 
sas, Connecticut. Delaware, District of 
Columbia, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, (except Upper 
Peninsula). Minnesota, Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Rhode Island. South Carolina, 
Tennessee. Texas, Vermont, Virginia, 
West Virginia and Wisconsin. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at either Tampa, Fla., 
Atlanta, Ga., or Washington, D.C. 


No. MC 8989 (Sub-No. 221), 

May 29, 1974. Applicant: HOWARD 
SOBER, INC., 500 West Armory Drive 
South Holland, Ill. 60473. Applicants 
representative: Albert F. Beasley, 311 
Investment Building, 1511 K Street NW 
Washington. D.C. 20005. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes’ 
transporting: Motor vehicles and motor 
vehicle chassis, in initial movements, in 
driveaway and in truckaway service, and 
bodies, cabs, parts of and accessories tor 
such vehicles, from points in Lower 
Macungie Township (Lehigh County), 
Pa., to points in the United States, in¬ 
cluding Alaska but excluding Hawaii. 

Note. — Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington. D C. 


No. MC 13900 (Sub-No. 21), filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: MIDWEST 
HAULERS, INC., 228 Superior Street, 
Toledo, Ohio, 43604. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Harold G. Hemly, 118 North 
St. Asaph Street, Alexandria, Va. 22314. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities, which are at the time 
moving on bills of lading of freight for¬ 
warders, as defined in Section 402(a) (5) 
of the Act, serving Worcester. Mass., as 
an intermediate point, and Providence, 
R.I., as an off-route point in connection 
with carrier’s regular route operations 
between Dubuque. Iowa, and Boston, 
Mass., over U.S. Highway 20. 


Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing U deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at New York, N.Y. 
or Washington, D.C. 


No. MC 25798 (Sub-No. 259), filed 
May 29. 1974. Applicant: CLAY HYDER 
TRUCKING LINES, INC., 502 East 
Bridgers Avenue, Aubumdale, Fla. 33823. 
Applicant's representative: Tony G. 
Russell (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle over irregular 
routes, transporting: Frozen foods, (1) 
from Traverse City, Mich., to points in 
Alabama, Arkansas. Florida, Georgia. 
Louisiana. Mississippi. Kentucky. Ten¬ 
nessee, Texas, Oklahoma, Virginia, and 
West Virginia; (2) from Frankfort and 
Hart, Mich., to points in Alabama. 
Florida, Georgia. Mississippi. Kentucky, 
Tennessee, Virginia, and West Virginia, 
and (3) from Saugatuck and Holland. 
Mich., to points in Arkansas. Alabama. 
Florida. Georgia, Kentucky. Lo^siana, 
Mississippi, Tennessee. Virginia, ana 
West Virginia. 


4ote. —Common control may be involved, 
a hearing Is deemed necessary'. 
it requests it be held at Chicago, Hi., or 
tnpa, Fla. 

No. MC 25798 (Sub-No. 260 '’®^ 
ly 28. 1974. Applicant: CLAY 
LUCKING LINES. INC.. $02 
idgers Avenue. Aubumdale, Fla- •»•>»£ 
iplicant’s representative: Torn ' 
issell (same address as appucan . 
ithority sought to operate as ac0 ”', r 
rrier, by motor vehicle over irregular 
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routes, transporting: Bananas and agri¬ 
cultural commodities exempt from eco¬ 
nomic regulations under Section 203(b) 
(g) of the Act, when transported in 
mixed loads with bananas, from Mobile, 
Ala., to points in Colorado, Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, Min¬ 
nesota. Missouri, Nebraska, New Mexico, 
Ohio, Oklahoma, Texas, and Wisconsin, 
restricted to the transportation of 
traffic having a prior movement by 
water. 

Note— Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Tampa or Miami, Fla. 

No. MC 31389 (Sub-No. 182), filed May 
29, 1974. Applicant: McLEAN TRUCK¬ 
ING COMPANY, a Corporation, 617 
Waughtown Street, Winston-Salem, N.C. 
27107. Applicant’s representative: David 
P. Eshelman, P.O. Box 213, Winston- 
Salem, N.C, 27102. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value. Classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk 
and those requiring special equipment), 
serving the warehouse site of Western 
Electric at or near Martinsburg, W. Va., 
as an off-route point in connection with 
applicant’s regular route operations to 
and from Winchester. Va. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington, D.C. 


No. MC 41098 (Sub-No. 39). filed May 
21, 1974. Applicant: GLOBAL VAN 
LINES, INC., Number One Global Way, 
Anaheim, Calif. 92803. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Alan F. Wohlstetter, 1700 K 
Street NW., Washington. D.C. 20006. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Displays and ex¬ 
hibits, between points in the United 
States <except Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note—A pplicant’s position la that it ia 
presently authorized to perform the above 
Mrvtce in No MC-41098 (Sub-No. 36) and 
a Motion to Dismiss will be filed in the near 
future. Common control may be involved. If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quests it be held at Washington. D.C., or on 
consolidated record with Clark Transfer, Inc. 
MC-116859 (Sub-No. 13). 


No. MC 41404 (Sub-No. 115). filed May 
30, 1974. Applicant: ARGO-COLLIER 
TRUCK LINES CORPORATION. P.O. 
wx 440, Pulton Highway. Martin, Tenn. 
o3237. Applicant’s representative: Mark 
L. Horne (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
egular routes, transporting: Bananas, 
ua agricultural commodities , exempt 
\TJ c ™ omic re &ulation under Section 
in the Acfc * wh en transported 

hit lru ? c 1 e<i toads with bananas, from Mo- 
* ?' Ala * to points in Alabama, Arizona, 
Georsia* Iowa, Kansas, Loui- 
5??*’ Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, 
Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota, 
nnrtoM e ^ ee ’ restricted to the trans- 
tation of traffic having a prior move- 
men t by water. 


Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Mobile, Ala., 
or New Orleans. La. 

No. MC 42487 (Sub-No. 821), filed May 
28, 1974. Applicant: CONSOLIDATED 
FREIGHTWAYS CORPORATION OF 
DELAWARE, 175 Linfleld Drive, Menlo 
Park, Calif. 94025. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: E. T. Liipfert, Suite 1100, 1660 
L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20036. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over regu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: General com¬ 
modities (except Classes A and B 
explosives, livestock, green hides, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, commodities in bulk, and those 
requiring special equipment), between St. 
Louis, Mo., and Nashville, Tenn.: (1) 
From St. Louis over U.S. Highway 460 to 
Evansville, Ind., thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 41 to Nashville, and return over the 
same route, serving no intermediate 
points, as an alternate route for operat¬ 
ing convenience only in connection with 
carrier’s regular route operations; and 
(2) from St. Louis over U.S. Highway 50 
to junction Interstate Highway 57 at or 
near Salem, HI., thence over Interstate 
Highway 57 to junction U.S. Highway 
460 at or near Mt. Vernon, HI., thence 
over U.S. Highway 460 to Evansville, Ind., 
thence over U.S. Highway 41 to junction 
Pennyriie Parkway, thence over Penny- 
rile Parkway to junction Alternate U.S. 
Highway 41 near Hopkinsville, Ky., 
thence over Alternate U.S. Highway 41 
to Nashville, and return over the same 
route, serving no intermediate points, as 
an alternate route for operating con¬ 
venience only in connection with car¬ 
rier’s regular route operations, restricted 
to the transportation of traffic moving 
from, to or through Alaska, Arizona, 
California, Colorado, Hawaii, Idaho, 
Montana, Nevada, New Mexico. Oregon, 
Utah, Washington, and Wyoming. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 43593 (Sub-No. 3), filed May 
17, 1974. Applicant: FUNK’S HAULING 
SERVICE, INC., 2750 Grant Avenue, 
Philadelphia. Pa. 19114. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Alan Kahn, 1920 Two Penn 
Center Plaza, Philadelphia, Pa. 19102. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commod¬ 
ities (except those of unusual value. 
Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk and those requiring 
special equipment), between Philadel¬ 
phia, Pa., and Baltimore. Md.: (A) From 
Philadelphia, Pa., over U.S. Highway 13 
to junction U.S. Highway 40 thence over 
U.S. Highway 40 to Baltimore. Md.: (B) 
From Philadelphia, Pa., over UK High¬ 
way 13 to junction Interstate Highway 
95, thence over Interstate Highway 95 to 
Baltimore, Md.: (C) From Phlidalephia, 
Pa., over New Jersey Highway 73 to 
junction U.S. Highway 130, thence over 
U.S. Highway 130 to junction Interstate 
Highway 95, thence over Interstate High¬ 
way 95 to Baltimore, Md.: and (D) From 


Philadelphia, Fa , over New Jersey High¬ 
way 73 to junction Interstate Highway 
295, thence over Interstate Highway 295 
to junction Interstate Highway 95, 
thence over Interstate Highway 95, to 
Baltimore, Md., in (A) through (D) 
above and return over the same routes, 
serving no intermediate points. 

Note. —The purpose of the Instant ap¬ 
plication la to convert existing Irregular 
route authority to regular route authority. If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, the ap¬ 
plicant requests It be held at Philadelphia, 
Pa., or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 45736 (Sub-No. 44), filed May 
21, 1974. Applicant: GUIGNARD 

FREIGHT LINES. INC., Highway 21, 
North. P.O. Box 26067, Charlotte. N.C. 
28213. Applicant’s representative: Ed¬ 
ward G. Villalon, 1032 Pennsylvania 
Bldg., Pennsylvania Ave., and 13th St. 
NW.. Washington, D.C. 20004. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Foodstuffs and such other 
commodities as are dealt in by whole¬ 
sale and retail chain and grocery houses, 
and equipment, materials, and supplies 
used in the conduct of such business (ex¬ 
cept commodities in bulk), between the 
facilities of Savannah Foods and Indus¬ 
tries, Inc., and its subsidiaries in Chat¬ 
ham County, Ga., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Alabama, Florida, 
South Carolina and Tennessee. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Columbia. 
S.C., or Charlotte. N.C. 

No. MC 48958 (Sub-No. 124), filed May 
17, 1974. Applicant: IIJJNOIS-CALJ- 
FORNIA EXPRESS, INC., 510 East 51st 
Avenue, P.O. Box 16404. Denver, Colo. 
80216. Applicant’s representative: Rob¬ 
ert W. Wright (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, Class A and B explosives, commod¬ 
ities in bulk, commodities requiring 
special equipment, and household goods 
as defined by the Commission), serving 
Amalia, N. Mex., as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier’s authorized 
regular route operations. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing la deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at Albuquerque. 
N. Mex. 

No. MC 65802 (Sub-No. 56), filed May 
24. 1974. Applicant: LYNDEN TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 433. Lynden, 
Wash. 98264. Applicant’s representative: 
James T. Johnson, 1610 IBM Building. 
Seattle, Wash. 98101. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Lumber and lumber products, be¬ 
tween ports of entry on the International 
Boundary line between the United States 
and Canada at or near Blaine, Lynden, 
and Sum as, Wash., on the one hand, and. 
on the other, points in Washington and 
Oregon, restricted to traffic moving in 
foreign commerce. 
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Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier au¬ 
thority in MC-136438 Sub-No. 1, therefor© 
dual operations may be Involved. If a hear¬ 
ing is deemed necessary, the applicant re¬ 
quests It be held at Seattle. Wash., or Port¬ 
land, Oreg. 

No. MC 67408 (Sub-No. 5). filed May 6, 
1974. Applicant: STOKDYK TRUCK 
LINES, INC., 927 West Melin Street, 
P.O. Box 82, Port Washington, Wis. 
53074. Applicant's representative: Nancy 
J. Johnson, 4506 Regent Street. Suite 
100, Madison, Wis. 53705. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value), serving 
Predonia and Random Lake. Wis., as off- 
route points in connection with carrier’s 
authorized regular route operations. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Milwau¬ 
kee. Wis., or Chicago, IU. 

No. MC 95920 (Sub-No. 32). filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: SANTRY 

TRUCKING CO., a Corporation, 11552 
SW. Pacific Highway, Portland, Oreg. 
97223. Applicant’s representative: George 
R. LaBissoniere, Suite 101, 130 Andover 
Park East, Seattle, Wash. 98188. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a contract car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Recyclable con¬ 
tainers, paper, metal, and cans, from 
points in Montana, to points in Oregon 
and Washington, under contract with 
Billings Recycling, Inc. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Helena, 
Mont. 

No. MC 96881 (Sub-No. 15), filed 
May 17, 1974. Applicant: ORVILLE M. 
FINE, doing business as FINE TRUCK 
LINE, 801 Dodson Avenue, Fort Smith, 
Ark. 72901. Applicant’s representative: 
Don A. Smith, P.O. Box 43, Kelley Build¬ 
ing, Fort Smith, Ark. 72901. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept commodities of unusual value, 
Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requir¬ 
ing special equipment), between Shreve¬ 
port. La., and Tyler, Tex.: From Shreve¬ 
port, La., over Interstate 20 to junction 
Interstate 20 and U.S. Highway 271, 
thence over U.S. Highway 271 to Tyler, 
Tex., and return over the same route, 
serving no intermediate points, and serv¬ 
ing Tyler, Tex., for the purpose of joinder 
only. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Shreve¬ 
port, La., or Port Smith, Ark. 

No. MC 97397 (Sub-No. 12), filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: MARVTN M. 
BARKLEY, doing business as BARKLEY 
TRUCK LINES, 717 North Park, Water- 
town, S. Dak. 57201. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Val M. Higgins, 1000 First Na¬ 
tional Bank Bldg., Minneapolis, Minn. 
55402. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 


commodities (1) Between Watertown, 
and Crandall, S. Dak., serving the inter¬ 
mediate points of Wallace. Bradley, and 
Crocker, S. Dak., and the off-route points 
of Lily and Butler, S. Dak.; From Water- 
town, S. Dak., over South Dakota High¬ 
way 20 to junction unnumbered highway 
(7 miles west of Crocker, S. Dak.). thence 
over unnumbered highway to Crandall, 
S. Dak., and return over the same route; 
(2) Between Watertown, and Carpenter, 
S. Dak., serving the intermediate points 
of Lake Norden and Erwin, S. Dak., and 
serving the off-route points of Thomas, 
Hayti, and Badger, S. Dak.: From Water- 
town, S. Dak., over U.S. Highway 81 to 
junction South Dakota Highway 28. 
thence over South Dakota Highway 28, 
to Carpenter, and return over the same 
route; (3) Between Watertown and 
Bruce, S. Dak., serving the intermediate 
points of Estelline, and Stone Bridge, S. 
Dak., and the off-route points of John¬ 
son ville, Dempster, and Castlewood. S. 
Dak.: From Watertown, S. Dak., over U.S. 
Highway 81 to junction South Dakota 
Highway 28 thence over South Dakota 
Highway 28 to Estelline, thence over un¬ 
numbered highway to Bruce, and return 
over the same route; (4) Between Water- 
town, and Clark, S. Dak., serving the in¬ 
termediate points of Henry. S. Dak., and 
the off-route points of Kampesha, Elrod, 
and Garden City, S. Dak.: From Water- 
town, S. Dak., over U.S. Highway 212, to 
Clark, S. Dak., and return over the same 
route; and (5) Between Watertown, and 
Toronto, S. Dak., serving the intermedi¬ 
ate points of Kranzburg, Altamont, Clear 
Lake, and Tunerville, S. Dak., and the off- 
route points of Goodwin, Bemis, Brandt, 
Gary, and Moritz, S. Dak: From Water- 
town, S. Dak., over U.S. Highway 212, to 
junction U.S. Highway 77, thence over 
U.S. Highway 77 to junction South 
Dakota Highway 28, thence over South 
Dakota Highway 28 to Toronto, S. Dak., 
and return over the same route. 

Note. —The purpose of this application Is 
to convert a Certificate of Registration. MC- 
97397 (Sub-No. 9) to a Certificate of Public 
Convenience and Necessity. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary,' the applicant requests it 
be held at Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. 812), filed 
May 24. 1974. Applicant: MORGAN 

DRIVE-AWAY, INC., 2800 West Lexing¬ 
ton Avenue, Elkhart, Ind. 46514. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Paul D. Borg- 
hesani (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Trailers, designed 
to be drawn by passenger automobiles, in 
initial movements, from points in Mc¬ 
curtain County, Okla., to points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). 

Note. —Common control may b© involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago. Ill. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. 901), filed 
May 20. 1974. Applicant: MATLACK, 
INC., Ten West Baltimore Avenue, Lans- 
downe. Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: John Nelson (same address as ap¬ 
plicant) . Authority sought to operate as 


a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
commodities, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from the sites and facilities of Skyline 
Terminals, Inc., at Baltimore, Md.. to 
points in Delaware, Maryland. New 
Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
North Carolina, Virginia. West Virginia, 
and the District of Columbia, restricted 
to traffic having a prior movement by 
rail, w'ater or motor carrier and combi¬ 
nations thereof, and destined to the 
above named points. 


Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 107496 (Sub-No. 958), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: RUAN TRANS¬ 
PORT CORPORATION. Third at Keo- 
sauqua Way, P.O. Box 855, Des Moines. 
Iowa 50309. Applicant's representative: 
E. Check (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Cement, from 
Mason City, Iowa, to points in Nebraska; 
(2) liquid sugar, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Memphis, Tenn., to points in Illi¬ 
nois, Alabama, and Indiana; (3) fertil¬ 
izer, fertilizer ingredients and urea, 
from Duluth. Minn., to Wisconsin, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Iowa, and the 
Upper Peninsula of Michigan; (4) cupric 
chloride, in bulk, from Cedar Rapids, 
Iowa, to points in Illinois; and (5) 
chemicals, in bulk: (a) from points in 
Clinton County, Iowa, on and west of 
U.S. Highway 61, to points in Illinois, 
Indiana. Ohio, Minnesota. Missouri, Ne¬ 
braska, Kansas, South Dakota, and Wis¬ 
consin; and (b) from Davenport. Iowa, 
t6 points in Illinois. Missouri, and Iowa. 


Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Des Moines, Iowa, or 
Chicago, Ill. 


No. MC 108461 (Sub-No. 122), filed 
May 9, 1974. Applicant: WHITFIELD 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., P.O. Drawer 
9897, 300-316 North Clark Road, El Paso, 
Tex. 79989. Applicant’s representative: 
J. P. Rose (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over regu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: General com¬ 
modities (except those of unusual value, 
livestock, Classes A & B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), between Salt Lake 
City. Utah, and Ogden. Utah, serving all 
intermediate points and serving Salt 
Lake City, for purpose of joinder only: 
(1) From Salt Lake City, over U.S. High¬ 
way 89 to Ogden, Utah, and return over 
the same route; and (2) From Salt Lake 
City over Interstate Highway 15 <u.s. 
Highway 91), to Ogden, Utah, and return 
over the same route. 


Note.— Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary. Die appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Ogden, than. 
Salt Lake City, Utah. 


No. MC 110563 (Sub-No. HJ'- ^ 
toy 24. 1974. Applicant: COLDWAi 
i’OOD EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box ' 4l ' 
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Ohio Building. Sidney, Ohio 45365. Appli¬ 
cant’^ representative: Joseph M. Scan- 
lan f HI W. Washington, Chicago, Ill. 
60602. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Foodstuffs 
(except commodities in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles), from Wapakoneta, Ohio, and 
Chelsea, Mich., to points in West Vir¬ 
ginia, and Virginia, restricted to traffic 
originating at the plantsites and storage 
facilities utilized by Fisher Cheese Co., 
located at or near Wapakoneta, Ohio, 
and the plantsites and storage facilities 
utilized by Chelsea Milling Co., located at 
or near Chelsea, Mich. 

Not*.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
ippllcant requests it be held at Detroit, 
Mich., or Columbus, Ohio. 

No. MC 111170 (Sub-No. 215), filed 
May 20. 1974. Applicant: WHEELING 
PIPE LINE. INC., P.O. Box 1718. El Do¬ 
rado, Ark. 71730. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Don A. Smith, P.O. Box 43, Fort 
Smith, Ark. 72901. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Liquid chemicals, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from El Dorado, Ark., to 
Elizabeth, N.J., Rome, Ga., and St. Louis. 
Mich.; (2) paint , in bulk, from Little 
Rock, Ark., to 3rownsville, Tenn.; and 
(3) aluminum sulfate clay, from Little 
Rock, Ark., to Springhill, Louisiana. 

Not*.—I t a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Little Rock, 
Arlc., or Memphis, Tenn. 

No. MC 113545 (Sub-No. 13). filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: CORMETT 
FORWARDING CO.. INC., P.O. Box 38. 
Jersey City, N.J. 07303. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Morton E. Kiel, Suite 6193, 
5 World Trade Center, New York, N.Y. 
10048. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Radio 
Vharmaceuticals and medical isotopes, 
<1) from Newark International Airport 
in Newark, N.J., and La Guardia and 
J. P. Kennedy International Airports in 
New York, N.Y„ to North Billerica. 
Mass.; and (2) from North Billerica, 
Mass., to points in New Jersey, New York, 
N.Y., Nassau, Suffolk, Westchester, Rock¬ 
land, Orange. Ulster, Sullivan, Putnam, 
Mid Dutchess Counties, N.Y., Fairfield 
County. Conn., Delaware, Montgomery, 
Philadelphia, Chester, and Bucks Coun- 
Jtes. Pa., points In New Castle County, 
EW., and Alexandria, Va. t under contract 
or contracts with New England Nuclear 
Corporation. 

o a hearIn g is deemed necessary, 

applicant requests it be held at New York, 


No. MC 113855 (Sub-No. 292). filet 
W74. Applicant: INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL TRANSPORT, INC., 2450 Mar- 
??J*°ad SE., Rochester, Minn. 55901 
Applicants representative: Thomas J 
RWa °^ elt 502 ***** National Bant 
N * Bafc- 58102. Authority 
hvmi ^ op , erate as a common carrier 
veilicle ’ over Regular routes 
M^portmg: Lumber, lumber products 
Products and composition board 


(1) from points in Idaho and Montana, 
to points in Utah; (2) from points in 
Montana, Idaho, Wyoming, to points in 
California, Washington, and Oregon; 
and (3) from points in Oregon and 
Washington, to points in California. 

Not*. —IT a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at San Fran¬ 
cisco, Calif. 

No. MC 115353 (Sub-No. 18), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: LOUIS J. KEN¬ 
NEDY TRUCKING COMPANY, a Cor¬ 
poration, 342 Schuyler Avenue, Kearny, 
N.J. 07032. Applicant’s representative: 
Bert Collins, Suite 6193, 5 World Trade 
Center, New York, N.Y. 10048. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Fabricated metal products 
and iron and steel coils and sheets and 
such materials, equipment, and supplies 
as are used in the manufacture, pack¬ 
aging, installation, or distribution of 
such commodities (except commodities in 
bulk), between the plant site and facili¬ 
ties of United States Gypsum Company 
at Warren. Ohio, and points in Connecti¬ 
cut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massa¬ 
chusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, 
New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode 
Island, Vermont, Virginia. West Vir¬ 
ginia, and the District of Columbia, un¬ 
der contract with United States Gypsum 
Company. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 115651 (Sub-No. 25). filed May 
28, 1974. Applicant: KANEY TRANS¬ 
PORTATION. INC.. 7222 Cunningham 
Road, Rockford. Ill. 61102. Applicant’s 
representative: Robert D. Higgins (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: (1) Aqua ammonia with addi¬ 
tives, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Union, Ill., to points in Minnesota, Wis¬ 
consin, Ohio, Illinois, Indiana. Iowa, 
Michigan, and Missouri and (2) spent 
aqua ammonia in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in Minnesota. Wisconsin, 
Ohio. Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, 
and Missouri, to Union, HI. 

Note. —If a hearing la deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Chicago, III 
or St. Louis, Mo. 

No. MC-115841 (Sub-No. 478), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED TRANSPORTATION, 
INC., 105 Vulcan Rd., Suite 200, P.O. 
Box 10327, Birmingham, Ala. 35202. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Roger M. Sha- 
ner (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Cheese and cheese 
products (except in bulk), in vehicles 
equipped with mechanical refrigeration, 
from Leithfleld, Ky., to points in the 
United States (except Alaska and Ha¬ 
waii), restricted to the transportation 
of traffic originating at the named origin, 
and destined to the named destination 
points. 


Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at Louisville, Ky., or 
Washington, D C. 

No. MC-115841 (Sub-No. 479), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED TRANSPORTATION, 
INC., 105 Vulcan Rd.. Suite 200, P.O. 
Box 10327, Birmingham, Ala. 35202. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Roger M. Sha¬ 
tter (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Candy and confec¬ 
tionery products (except commodities in 
bulk), from the warehouse facilities of 
E. J. Brach & Sons, Division of Amer¬ 
ican Home Products Corp., located at or 
near Carol Stream, HI., to points in Ten¬ 
nessee, Louisiana, and Little Rock. Ark., 
restricted to traffic originating at the 
named origin. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC-115841 (Sub-No. 480), filed 
May 28, 1974. Applicant: COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED TRANSPORTATION, 
INC., 105 Vulcan Rd.. Suite 200 Birming¬ 
ham. Ala. 35202, Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Roger M. Shaner (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Can¬ 
ned and preserved foodstuffs (except in 
bulk), from the plantsite of Paramount 
Foods at Louisville, Ky., to points in 
Arkansas, Louisiana, Missouri, Kansas, 
Oklahoma, Texas, New Jersey. New York, 
Pennsylvania, Maryland, West Virginia, 
restricted to traffic originating at, and 
destined to, the name points. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing la deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at Louisville, Ky. 

No. MC-116514 (Sub-No. 32). filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: EDWARDS 
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Drawer 428, 
Hemingway, S.C. 29554. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Edward G. Villalon, 1032 
Pennsylvania Bldg., Pennsylvania Ave. 
and 13th St. NW., Washington, D.C. 
20004. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Food¬ 
stuffs, and such other commodities as are 
dealt in by wholesale and retail chain 
and grocery houses, and equipment, ma¬ 
terials, and supplies, used in the conduct 
of such business (except commodities in 
bulk). between points in the facilities of 
Savannah Foods and Industries, Inc., 
and its subsidiaries, in Chatham County, 
Ga., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Virginia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, and Alabama. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Columbia, 
8.C., or Charlotte, N.C. 

No. MC 116763 (Sub-No. 281). filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: CARL SUBLER 
TRUCKING, INC., North West Street, 
Versailles, Ohia 45380. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: H. M. Richters (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate-as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
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ing: Food and foodstuffs, from Caribou, 
Presque Isle, and Portland, Maine, to 
points in Pennsylvania on and west of 
U.S. Highway 15, Including Harrisburg, 
Pa., and points in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Michigan, Missouri, Ohio, West Virginia, 
and Wisconsin, 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Port¬ 
land. Maine. 

No. MC 116763 (Sub-No. 282), filed 
May 20. 1974. Applicant: CARL SUBLER 
TRUCKING. INC.. North West Street. 
Versailles, Ohio 45380. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: H. M. Richters (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Household pet cages; aquariums: 
aquarium accessories, supplies and 
equipment ; and animal food, from May- 
wood, Saddle Brook, and Elmwood Park, 
N.J.. to points in Alabama, Connecticut, 
Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Maine, Massachusetts. Mississippi, New 
Hampshire. North Carolina, Rhode Is¬ 
land, South Carolina, Tennessee. Texas, 
Virginia, Vermont, and West Virginia. 

Note.—I f a hearing la deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at New 
York, N.Y. 

No. MC 117068 (Sub-No. 31), filed 
May 17, 1974. Applicant: MIDWEST 
HARVESTORE TRANSPORT, INC., 
2118 17th Avenue NW., Rochester, Minn. 
55901. Applicant’s representative: Rich¬ 
ard C. McGinnis, 711 Washington Build¬ 
ing, Washington. D.C. 20005. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Material handling equip¬ 
ment and parts and accessories thereof 
and fabricated service equipment . from 
Gamer, Iowa, to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago, III. 

No. MC 117940 (Sub-No. 133), filed 
May 31. 1974. Applicant: NATIONWIDE 
CARRIERS, INC., P.O. Box 104, Maple 
Plain, Minn. 55359. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Donald L. Stem. Suite 530, 
Univac Building. 7100 West Center Road, 
Omaha, Nebr. 68106. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meat, meat products, and meat by¬ 
products, and articles distributed by 
meat packing houses, as described in 
Sections A and C of Appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (ex¬ 
cept hides and commodities in bulk), 
from the plant site and/or storage facili¬ 
ties utilized by Iowa Beef Processors, Inc., 
at or near Amarillo, Tex., to points in 
Connecticut, the District of Columbia, 
Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kansas. Maryland, Massachusetts, 
Michigan. Minnesota, Missouri, Ne¬ 
braska, New Jersey, New York, North 
Dakota, Ohio. Pennsylvania, Rhode Is¬ 
land, South Dakota, Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia. and Wisconsin. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier au¬ 
thority in MC-114789 Sub-No. 1 and other 
subs, therefore dual operations may be in¬ 


volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, ap¬ 
plicant requests it be held at Omaha, Nebr., 
or Minneapolis. Minn. 

No. MC-119293 (Sub-No. 4), filed May 
20, 1974. Applicant: DIAL TRANSFER. 
INC., 8452 Pillsbury Avenue South. Min¬ 
neapolis, Minn. 55420. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Samuel Rubenstein. 301 North 
Fifth Street, Minneapolis, Minn. 55403. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Uncrated cas¬ 
ket shells and uncrated burial cases (cof¬ 
fins and caskets), from Minneapolis and 
Duluth. Minn., to points in Montana; 
and (2) furniture, from Cokata and Min¬ 
neapolis. Minn., to points in Minnesota. 
North Dakota. South Dakota, Wisconsin, 
Montana and points in Iowa on and 
north of U.S. Highway 20. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary. 
Applicant requests it be held at Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No. MC-119522 (Sub-No. 31), filed May 
31. 1974. Applicant: McLAIN TRUCK¬ 
ING, INC., 2452 Walton Street, P.O. Box 
2159, Anderson, Ind. 46011. Applicant’s 
representative: John B. Leatherman, Jr., 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Glass containers, plas¬ 
tic containers and closures therefor, from 
Gas City. Ind., to points in Illinois, Ohio. 
Kentucky (except glass containers to 
Lawrenceburg. Nicholasville, Frankfort. 
Gethsemane, Lexington, Loretta, and 
Lebanon, Ky.), Milwaukee. Wis., and the 
southern peninsula of Michigan, and (2) 
returned and rejected shipments from 
the above destinations, to Gas City, Ind. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC 34865 Sub-No. 39. therefore 
dual operations may be involved. If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests it be 
held at Indianapolis or Fort Wayne, Ind., or 
Toledo. Ohio. 

No. MC-119522 (Sub-No. 32). filed May 
31, 1974. Applicant: McLAIN TRUCK¬ 
ING, INC., 2425 Walton Street, P.O. Box 
2159, Anderson, Ind. 46011. Applicant’s 
representative: John B. Leatherman, Jr. 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Iron and steel articles 
and building and construction materials, 
between Kokomo and Fort Wayne, Ind.: 
Joliet and Blue Island. Ill.; Columbus and 
Toledo, Ohio; and Detroit, Grand Rap¬ 
ids, and Lansing. Mich.; (2) iron and 
steel articles and building and construc¬ 
tion materials, from Kokomo and Fort 
Wayne, Ind.; Joliet and Blue Island, Ill.; 
Columbus and Toledo, Ohio; and De¬ 
troit, Grand Rapids and Lansing. Mich., 
to points in Ohio, points in Michigan on 
and south of Michigan Highway 46. St. 
Louis, Mo., and points in Illinois on and 
south of U.S. Highway 36; and (3) 
materials, equipment and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
iron and steel articles and building and 
construction materials, from points in 
Ohio, points in Michigan on and south 
of Michigan Highway 46, St. Louis, Mo., 
and points in Illinois on and south of 
U.S. Highway 36, to Kokomo and Fort 


Wayne. Ind.; Joliet and Blue Island. Hi.; 
Columbus and Toledo, Ohio; and De¬ 
troit, Grand Rapids, and Lansing. Mich., 
restricted to shipments either originat¬ 
ing at or destined to the Continental 
Steel Corporation and/or its wholly- 
owned subsidiaries, Phoenix Manufac¬ 
turing Co., Enterprise Wire Co., and the 
Hausman Corp. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC-34865 Sub-No. 39, therefore 
dual operations may be Involved. If a hear¬ 
ing Ls deemed necessary, applicant requests :t 
be held at Indianapolis, Ind., Chicago. Ill., 
or Ft. Wayne, Ind. 

No. MC 119669 (Sub-No. 50), filed 
May 31, 1974. Applicant: TEMPCO 

TRANSPORTATION, INC., 546 South 
31 A, P.O. Box 886, Columbus, Ind. 47201. 
Applicant's representative: Jack H. 
Blanshan, 29 South La Salle Street, 
Chicago, HI. 60603. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Bananas, and agricultural commodi¬ 
ties exempt from economic regulation 
under Section 203(B) (6) of the Act, 
when transported in mixed loads with 
bananas, from Mobile. Ala., to points In 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky. Mich¬ 
igan, Minnesota, Missouri. Nebraska, 
Ohio, Tennessee, and Wisconsin, re¬ 
stricted to the transportation of traffic 
having a prior movement by water. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Miami, Fla„ 
or Washington, D C. 

No. MC 119792 (Sub-No. 43), filed 
May 30, 1974. Applicant: CHICAGO 
SOUTHERN TRANSPORTATION COM¬ 
PANY. a Corporation, 3215 South Hamil¬ 
ton, Chicago, Ill. 60608. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William J. Boyd, 29 South 
La Salle Street, Chicago. Ill. 60603. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Bananas and agri¬ 
cultural commodities, exempt from eco¬ 
nomic regulation under section 203(B) 
(6) of the Act, when transported in 
mixed shipments with bananas, from 
Mobile, Ala., to points in Illinois, Indiana. 
Iowa, Kentucky, Michigan, Missouri, 
Minnesota, and Wisconsin, restricted to 
traffic having a prior movement by water. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Miami, Fla., 
or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 123056 (Sub-No. D. A |ed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: GENE MC¬ 
GINNIS. doing business as FREDONIA 
TRUCK LINE, Route 4, Fredonia, Kans. 
66736. Applicant’s representative: Wilbur 
R. Casey. P.O. Box 1470. Decatur. Hi- 
62525. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: 
flour, soybean grits (except in bulk, in 
tank vehicles), from Fredonia, Kans.. w 
points in Arizona, Arkansas, California. 
Colorado. Idaho. Kansas. Louisiana, Mis¬ 
souri, Montana. Nebraska, Nevada, New 
Mexico. Oklahoma, Oregon, South i»- 
kota, Texas, Utah, Washington, ana 
Wyoming, under a continuing contrac 
or contracts with Archer Daniels Mia- 
land Company. 
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NotE —Applicant holds common carrier 
authority in MC-37523 and subs thereunder, 
therefore dual operations may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at Wichita. Kans., or 
Kansas City. Mo. 

No. MC 123115 < Sub-No. 12». filed 
May 14. 1974. Applicant: BEN PACKER, 
doing business as PACKER TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. 465 South Rock 
Boulevard, Sparks, Nev. 89431. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Ben Packer (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Lumber and wood products, from 
points in Lyon County. Nev., to points in 
Arizona. California, Colorado, Idaho. 
Montana, Nevada. New Mexico. Okla¬ 
homa. Oregon. Texas. Utah. Washington, 
and Wyoming. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Carson 
City or Reno. Nev. 

No. MC 123115 (Sub-No. 13). filed 
May 16, 1974. Applicant: BEN PACKER, 
doing business as PACKER TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION CO., 465 South Rock Boulevard, 
Sparks, Nev. 89431. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Ben Packer (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Lum¬ 
ber and wood products: (1) from points 
in California on and south of U.S. High¬ 
way 50. to points in Nevada; and (2) 
from points in Lyon County, Nev., to 
points in California. 

Note. —The authority requested in Part 
(2) above duplicates in part, authority re¬ 
quested in MC 123115 (Sub-No. 12). If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quests it be held at Carson City or Reno, 
Nev. 

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. 41 >. filed 
May 20. 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE 
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., Md. Rt. 3, Box 
760, Glen Bumie, Md. 21061. Applicant’s 
representative: W. Wilson Corroum 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Alloys, metals (except 
scrap metals), minerals, and ores, in 
dump vehicles, between Strasburg. Va.. 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois, In¬ 
diana, Maryland, New Jersey, New York. 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia, and the District of Columbia. 

Note.— if a hearing ia deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Washington, 

No. MC 124236 (Sub-No. 72), filed 
May 17. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
EXPRESS CARRIERS, INC., 1200 
Simons Building, Dallas, Tex. 75201. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Leroy Hallman. 
«55 First National Bank Bldg., Dallas, 
lex. 75202. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, tranportiug: Liquid 

hcafe o/ soda, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
rom Dallas, Tex., to points in Kansas 
and Missouri (except St. Louis and Its 
Commercial Zone). 


Note.—C ommon control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at- Dallas, Tax. 

No. MC-125385 <Sub-No. 4) (AMEND¬ 
MENT) , filed April 1, 1974, and pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register issue of 
May 16. 1974. and republished as 

amended this issue. Applicant: AUGIE 
PASSIEU TRUCKING, INC., Box 53, 
Cecil. Pa. 15321. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: John A. Vuono, 2310 Grant Build¬ 
ing Pittsburgh. Pa. 15219. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: <1) Roof deck, from Hei¬ 
delberg, Pa., to points in Maryland, Ten¬ 
nessee, Virginia, Wisconsin, and Ohio, 
and (2) metal siding, from Emsworth. 
Pa., to points in Illinois, Indiana, Ken¬ 
tucky. Maryland, Michigan. New Jersey. 
New York, Ohio. Tennessee. Virginia, and 
Wisconsin, and (3) materials, equipment 
arid supplies used in the manufacturing 
of metal siding, from points in Ohio, to 
Emsworth, Pa., under continuing con¬ 
tract or contracts with El win G. Smith 
Division of Cyclops Corporation. 

Note. —The purpose of this republication ia 
to Include the commodities of ’’materials, 
equipment and supplies”, which were In¬ 
advertently omitted In the previous publica¬ 
tion. Dual operations may be Involved. If a 
hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quests it be held at D.C. or Pittsburgh. Pa. 

No. MC 125960 (Sub-No. 2>. filed 
May 23, 1974. Applicant: ROLAND A. 
MONDLOCH. doing business as MOND- 
LOCH TRANSFER. 1047 North Dakota 
Ave., New Richmond, Wis. 54017. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Edward R. Kaiser, 
144 W. Second Street, New Richmond, 
Wis. 54017. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Used 
household goods. Between New Rich¬ 
mond, Wis.. on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in St. Croix, Polk, 
Pierce. Dunn. Eau Claire. Pepin, Buffalo, 
Clark, Rusk, Barron, Taylor, and Chip¬ 
pewa Counties, Wis., restricted to the 
transportation of shipments having prior 
or subsequent movement in containers, 
beyond the points authorized, and fur¬ 
ther restricted to the performance of 
pickup and delivery service in connec¬ 
tion with the packing, crating, and con¬ 
tainerization or unpacking, uncrating, 
and decontainerization of such ship¬ 
ments. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Minneap¬ 
olis. Minn., St. Paul. Minn., or New Rich¬ 
mond. Wis. 

No. MC 126305 (Sub-No. 58) ( AMEND¬ 
MENT) . filed April 30, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register issue of June 6, 
1974, and republished as amended this 
issue. Applicant: BOYD BROTHERS 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC., R.D. 2, 
Clayton, Ala. 36016. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele 
Avenue, Jersey City, N.J. 07306. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car - 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Farm equipment, 
materials and supplies, between Dothan, 
Ala., on the one hand, and, on the other, 


points in Arizona, California, Colorado. 
Idaho, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, Ne¬ 
vada, Minnesota, New Mexico, North 
Dakota, Oklahoma, Oregon, South Da¬ 
kota, Utah, Washington, and Wyoming. 

Note. —The purpose of this republication 
is to amend the commodity description as 
stated herein. If a hearing is deemed neces¬ 
sary. the applicant requests it be held at 
Birmingham, Ala., Atlanta. Ga.. or Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 

No. MC 127530 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
May 17. 1974. Applicant: JOHNNY’S 
SERVICE GARAGE, INC., 953 Lexington 
Avenue, Clifton, N.J. 07011. Applicant’s 
representative: James Massoth, 266 
Hance Road, Fair Haven, N.J. 07701. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Wrecked and 
disabled trucks, tractors, buses, and 
passenger cars, in a tow-away service re¬ 
quiring the use of wrecker equipment; 
and (2) replacement vehicles for such 
wrecked and disabled trucks, tractors, 
buses, and passenger cars, in a tow-away 
service, between points in New Jersey and 
New York, on the one hand, and. on the 
other, points in Connecticut, Delaware. 
Kentucky, Maine, Maryland. Massachu¬ 
setts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Rhode Island, South Carolina. 
Tennessee. Vermont, Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia. and the District of Columbia. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Newark. 
N.J. 

No. MC 127577 (Sub-No. 8), filed May 
24, 1974. Applicant: D. DONNELLY LIM¬ 
ITED. 191 Murray Street, Montreal 102, 
Quebec. Canada. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: W. Norman Charles. 80 Bay Street, 
Glens Falls, N.Y. 12801. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) General commodities, in bulk, 
in dump vehicles, from ports of entry 
on the International Boundary line be¬ 
tween the United States and Canada lo¬ 
cated in Maine, New Hampshire, New 
York, and Vermont, to points in Con¬ 
necticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, New York, Rhode Island, 
and Vermont; (2) pig iron, in bulk, in 
dump vehicles, from ports of entry on 
the International Boundary line between 
the United States and Canada located In 
Maine, New Hampshire, New York, and 
Vermont, to points in Connecticut. 
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts. New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio. 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and Ver¬ 
mont: (3) ferro alloys, ferrochrome and 
ferro silicon, in bulk, in dump vehicles: 
(a) from Baltimore Md„ and East Liver¬ 
pool, Ohio, to ports of entry on the In¬ 
ternational Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada at or near 
Alexandria Bay and Champlain, N.Y.: 
and (b) from ports of entry on the In¬ 
ternational Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada at or near 
Alexandria Bay and Champlain, N.Y.. 
to Baltimore, Md„ East Liverpool, Ohio, 
and Midland, Pa.; (4) foundry sand, in 
bulk, in dump vehicles, from Jonesville, 
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N.Y., to the port of entry on the Inter¬ 
national Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada at or near 
Champlain, N.Y.; (5) chrome or and 
magnesite, in bulk, in dump vehicles, 
from Baltimore, Md., to the port of en¬ 
try on the International Boundary line 
between the United States and Canada 
at or near Champlain, N.Y.; (6) tool- 
las tonite, in bulk, in dump vehicles, from 
Willsboro, N.Y., to the port of entry on 
the International Boundary line between 
the United States and Canada at or near 
Champlain, N.Y.; (7) magnetite and ill - 
menite ore, in bulk, in dump vehicles, 
from Tahawus, N.Y., to the port of en¬ 
try on the International Boundary line 
between the United States and Canada at 
or near Champlain, N.Y.; (8) soda ash 
and calcium, in bulk, in dump vehicles, 
from Solvay and Syracuse, N.Y., to ports 
of entry on the International Boundary 
line between the United States and Cana¬ 
da at or near Alexandria Bay and Cham¬ 
plain. N.Y.; (9) roofing slag, in bulk, in 
dump vehicles, from Bow, N.H., to the 
port of entry on the International 
Boundary line between the United States 
and Canada at or near Highgate Springs. 
Vt.; (10) bauxite ore, in bulk, in dump 
vehicles: (a) from Baltimore, Md., to the 
port of entry on the International 
Boundary line between the United States 
and Canada at or near Champlain, N.Y.; 
and (b) from ports of entry on the In¬ 
ternational Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada at or near 
Alexandria Bay and Trout River, N.Y., 
to Cleveland, Ohio; (11) dolomite, in 
bulk, in dump vehicles, from ports of 
entry on the International Boundary 
line between the United States and Cana¬ 
da at or near Alexandria Bay and Cham¬ 
plain, N.Y., to Windham. Ohio; and (12) 
illmenite ore, in bulk, in dump vehicles, 
from ports of entry on the International 
Boundary line between the United States 
and Canada located in New York, to 
points in New Jersey, Ohio and Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

Note. —Dual operations may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at Plattsburgh or Al¬ 
bany. N.Y. 

No. MC 128524 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
March 28,1974. Applicant: OLPAG, INC., 
2364 Cleveland Street, North Bellmore, 
N.Y. 11710. Applicant’s representative: 
Norman Weiss, 2 West 45th Street. New 
York, N.Y. 10036. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Such commodities as are dealt in or 
distributed by a manufacturer or dis¬ 
tributor of toilet preparations (except in 
bulk), and materials and supplies used 
in the manufacture or distribution of 
said commodities (except in bulk), be¬ 
tween points in the New York, N.Y., 
Commercial Zone, points in Nassau and 
Suffolk Counties, N.Y., and points in New 
Jersey north of a line beginning at the 
New Jersey-Pennsylvania State Bound¬ 
ary line and extending easterly along 
New Jersey Highway 70 to Intersection 
New Jersey Highway 88, and thence 
along New Jersey Highway 88 to the At¬ 


lantic Ocean, under a continuing con¬ 
tract or contracts with Estee Lauder, 
Inc., and its affiliates, including Len-Ron 
Manufacturing Co.. Inc., Clinique Labo¬ 
ratories, Inc., and Aramis, Inc. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at New 
York, N.Y. 

No. MC 128878 (Sub-No. 34), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: SERVICE 
TRUCK LINE, INC., P.O. Box 3904, 
Shreveport. La. 71103. Applicant s repre¬ 
sentative: C. Wade Shemwell (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Liquid commodities, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from points in Bossier, 
Caddo, Webster. De Soto, and Red River 
Parishes, La., to points in Arkansas, 
Louisiana. Mississippi, Oklahoma, and 
Texas, and (2) fertilizer and fertilizer 
materials, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
the plant site of Swift Chemical Company 
at Uncle Sam, La., to points in Mississip¬ 
pi, and (3) liquid commodities, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Rilla, La., to points 
in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Oklahoma, Ten¬ 
nessee, and Texas, and (4) petroleum and 
petroleum products, in bulk, from Bos¬ 
sier, Caddo, and Webster Parishes, La., 
to points in Arkansas, Alabama, Florida. 
Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana. Mississip¬ 
pi, North Carolina, Oklahoma, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, and Texas. 

Note. —If & hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Shreveport, 
La., or Baton Rouge. La., or Little Rock. Ark. 

No. MC 128932 (Sub-No. 8), filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: ROBERT L. 
TORRANS. doing business as COMMER¬ 
CIAL STORAGE & DISTRIBUTION CO., 
West 26th at Taylor Street, Texarkana, 
Tex. 75501. Applicant’s representative: 
E. J. Biagioli (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Furniture, 
appliances, and related articles, Between 
points in Bradley, Calhoun, Columbia, 
Ouachita, Union, Clark, Cleveland, Dal¬ 
las, Hempstead, Howard. Lafayette, Little 
River. Miller, Nevada, Pike. Sevier, Jef¬ 
ferson, Petty, White, Lonoke, Prairie, 
Garland. Hot Springs. Saline, Pulaski, 
Crawford. Franklin, Johnson, Pope, Yell, 
Perry, Scott, Sebastian, Polk, and Mont¬ 
gomery Counties, Ark.; Caddo, Bossier, 
Claborne, Webster, Bienville, Desota, Lin¬ 
coln. Ouachita, and Union Parishes, La.; 
McCurtain, Choctaw, Pushmataha, Le- 
Flore, Sequoy, Tulsa, Wagoner, Okmul¬ 
gee. Mushkogee. McIntosh, Haskell, 
Pittsburgh, Latimer, Atoka, and Bryan 
Counties. Okla.; and Bowie, Camp, Cass, 
Franklin, Morris, Red River, Titus, 
Lamar, Marion, Harrison. Gregg, Up¬ 
shur, Ward, Rains, Hopkins, Hunt, Col¬ 
lins, Rusk, Smith. Van Zandt, Kaufman, 
and Tarrant Counties, Tex., on the one 
hand, and. on the other, points in the 
United States (except Alaska and Ha¬ 
waii). 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at Texarkana, Tex., 


Shreveport, La.. Dalla*. Tex., Little Rock 
Ark., or Fort Worth, Tex. 

No. MC 129824 (Sub-No. 2), filed May 
17, 1974. Applicant: SECURITIES 

TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. INC 
74 Upton Street, Manchester, N.H. 03103* 
Applicant’s representative: Anthony j 
Santos (same address as applicant) . Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Coins, currency, re- 
receipt and coin boxes, between Boston, 
Mass., on the one hand, and, on the other! 
points in Maine, under a continuing con¬ 
tract or contracts with New England 
Telephone Company. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Concord! 
NJEL 

No. MC 133095 (Sub-No. 61), filed May 
30,1974. Applicant: TEXAS CONTINEN¬ 
TAL EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 434, Eu¬ 
less, Tex. 76039. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Rocky Moore (same address as ap¬ 
plicant) . Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products and meat by products, and 
articles distributed by meat packing 
houses, as described in Sections A and C 
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the plant site 
and/or storage facilities utilized by Iowa 
Beef Processors, Inc., at or near Ama¬ 
rillo. Tex., to points in Colorado, Con¬ 
necticut, District of Columbia, Delaware, 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas. Maine. 
Maryland. Massachusetts, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, 
North Dakota, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, South Dakota, Vermont, 
Virginia, West Virginia, and Wisconsin. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority In MC-136032, therefore dual op¬ 
erations may be involved. If a hearing Is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it be 
held at Dallas, Tex. 

No. MC 133233 (Sub-No. 29). filed May 
16, 1974. Applicant: CLARENCE L 

WERNER, doing business as WERNER 
ENTERPRISES. 805 32nd Avenue, P.O. 
Box 831, Council Bluffs. Iowa 51501. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: D. L. Ehrlich 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Lumber, lumber products, 
and building materials, from the facili¬ 
ties of Edward Hines Lumber Company 
located at Council Bluffs, and Fort Dodge. 
Iowa, to points in Minnesota, under con¬ 
tinuing ~ contract with Edward Hines 
Lumber Company. 

Note.— -Applicant has pending common 
carrier authority in MC-138328 and 
thereto, therefore dual operations may be in¬ 
volved. If a hearing la deemed necessary, m 
applicant requests it be held at Omaha, Nenr. 

No. MC 133574 (Sub-No. 18) ■ filed MW 
31. 1974. Applicant: TREK EXPRESS 
LTD.. 6036 Metcalf Lane. Shawnee Mis- 
sion, Kans. 66202. Applicant’s represen- 
tative: Bill Clark (same address as 3P' 
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plicant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes* transporting: Bananas, 
and agricultural commodities exempt 
from economic regulation under Section 
003 (b) <6) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act, when transported in mixed loads 
with bananas, from Mobile, Ala., to 
points in California, Colorado, Illinois, 
Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Ne¬ 
braska. North Dakota, Oklahoma, Ore¬ 
gon, South Dakota. Washington, and 
Wisconsin, restricted to traffic having an 
immediately prior movement by water. 

Note.— If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Miami, Fla., 
or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 133828 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
April 11, 1974. Applicant: CASAZZA 
TRUCKING COMPANY, a Corporation, 
1250 Glendale Avenue, Sparks, Nev. 
89431. Applicant’s representative: Earl 
Casazza ‘same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Road con¬ 
struction machinery and equipment as 
described in Appendix vni to the report 
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 and exca¬ 
vating and logging machinery and equip¬ 
ment, the transportation of which be¬ 
cause of size or weight require the use of 
special equipment, between points in Ala¬ 
meda, Butte, Calavaras, Contra Costa, 
Inyo, Marin, Napa, Plumas, Sacramento, 
San Mateo, San Joaquin, Santa Clara. 
Solano, Sonoma, Sutter, Tuolumne, and 
Yuba Counties, Calif., and Churchill and 
Pershing Counties, Nev., and those in 
Washoe County, Nev., on and north of 
U.S. Highway 40 (Interstate 80). 

Note.— Applicant intends to tack the re¬ 
quested authority with the lead certificate 
in Washoe County, Nev., on US. Highway 40 
(Interstate 80) to provide service between 
points in Alameda, Butte, Calavaras, Contra 
Costa. Inyo, Marin, Napa, Plumas, Sacra¬ 
mento, San Mateo, San Joaquin. Santa 
Clara, Solano, Sonoma, Sutter, Tuolumne, 
Yuba, Placer, and Sierra Counties, Calif., and 
Churchill, Lyon, Ormsby, Douglas, and 
Pershing Counties, Nev., and those points in 
Washoe County, Nev., north and south of 
US. Highway 40 (Interstate 80). If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Reno or Carson City. Nev. 

No. MC 134060 (Sub-No. 11), filed 
May 22. 1974. Applicant: DAVINDER 
FREIGHTWAY’S LTD., Duncan Finan¬ 
cial Centre, Duncan, British Columbia. 
Canada. Applicant’s representative: 
James T. Johnson, 1610 IBM Bldg., 
Seattle, Wash. 98101. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Baled pulp , from ports of entry on 
fw ^fternational Boundary line between 
Uie U.S. and Canada located at or near 
Blaine and Sumas, Wash., to Everett, 
Wash. 


N°TE.-_if a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Seattle. 


IS No ,MC 1 34106 (Sub-No. 9), filed 
TO.™! 4 - Applicant: CELERYV 
TRANSPORT, INC., Rte. 1. Box 96, 
wipton, colo. 80621. Applicant's re 


sentative: Jack H. Blanshan, 29 South 
La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 60603. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meat, meat prod¬ 
ucts, meat by-products, and articles dis¬ 
tributed by meat packinghouses, as de¬ 
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix 
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates , 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 (except hides and commodities in 
bulk), from the plantsite and storage 
facilities utilized by American Beef Pack¬ 
ers, Inc., located at or near Cactus, Tex., 
to points in Alabama, Arkansas, Colo¬ 
rado, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mis¬ 
sissippi, and Texas, restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the above specified origin and destined 
to the named destinations. 

Not*.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Omaha, 
Nebr., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 134477 (Sub-No. 65), filed May 
17, 1974. Applicant: SCHANNO TRANS¬ 
PORTATION, INC.. 5 West Mendota 
Road, West St. Paul, Minn. 55118. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Thomas Fischbach 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Polyvinyl chloride plastic 
foam, cellular or expanded, from Elk¬ 
hart, Ind., to St. Cloud, Minn. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Minneapolis, 
Minn., or Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 134477 (Sub-No. 66), filed May 
24. 1974. Applicant: SCHANNO TRANS¬ 
PORTATION, INC., 5 West Mendota 
Road, West St. Paul, Minn. 55118. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Thomas Fischbach 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Frozen pizza, from 
Minneapolis, Minn., to points in Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Ohio, Michigan. Indiana, and Illi¬ 
nois and (2) materials and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
frozen pizza, from points in the above de¬ 
stination states, to Minneapolis, Minn. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No. MC 134477 (Sub-No. 67), filed May 
24. 1974. Applicant: SCHANNO TRANS¬ 
PORTATION, INC., 5 West Mendota 
Road, West St. Paul, Minn. 55118. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Thomas Fischbach 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: Cloth or fabric, made of 
cotton or synthetic fibers, from Kenyon, 
R.I., and Rockville, Conn., to St. Cloud, 
Minn. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Minneapolis, 
Minn., or Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 134599 (Sub-No. 110), filed 
May 17, 1974. Applicant: INTERSTATE 
CONTRACT CARRIER CORPORA¬ 
TION, P.O. Box 748, Salt Lake City, Utah 
84110. Applicant’s representative: Rich¬ 
ard A. Peterson, P.O. Box 81849. Lincoln, 


Nebr. 68501. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Crated office furniture and parts thereof, 
and related advertising, sales and pro¬ 
motional materials, from the plantsite 
and facilities of Steelcase Corporation at 
Grand Rapids, Mich., to points in Vir¬ 
ginia, Missouri, Arkansas, Louisiana, 
Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, Colorado, and 
New Mexico, under a continuing contract 
or contracts with Steelcase Corporation. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Lincoln, 
Nebr., or Salt Lake City, Utah. 

No. MC 134922 (Sub-No. 84), filed 
May 28, 1974. Applicant: B. J. 

McADAMS, INC., Route 6, Box 15, North 
Little Rock, Ark. 72118. Applicant’s 
representative: L. C. Cypert (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Electrical appliances, equipment 
and parts, as defined by the Commission 
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 283, Appendix VII, (ex¬ 
cept commodities in bulk and com¬ 
modities which, by reason of size or 
weight require the use of special equip¬ 
ment), from Verona, Miss., to points in 
Arizona, New Mexico, California, Oregon. 
Washington, Idaho, and Utah. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Memphis. 
Tenn., or little Rock, Ark. 

No. MC 135605 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: WILKINSON 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 25. 
Barton, Ark. 72312. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: R. Connor Wiggins, Jr. 909- 
100 North Main Building, Memphis, 
Tenn. 38103. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Agricultural chemicals and pesticides 
and ingredients thereof, cotton seed, 
soybean seed, com, small grains, adver¬ 
tising materials, accessories, agricultural 
chemical and pesticide plant operating 
and maintenance supplies and equip¬ 
ment, in straight and mixed loads, 
between the plantsite and warehouse 
facilities of the Helena Chemical Com¬ 
pany at West Helena, Ark., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii), restricted to traffic originating 
at or destined to the plantsite or ware¬ 
house facilities of the Helena Chemical 
Company at West Helena, Ark. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Memphis. 
Tenn., or Little Rock, Ark. 

No. MC 136786 (Sub-No. 58», filed 
May 31. 1974. Applicant: ROBCO 

TRANSPORTATION, INC., Room 205, 
3033 Excelsior Boulevard, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 55416. Applicant’s representative: 
K. O. Petrick (same ac’dress as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products and meat by-products , 
and articles distributed by meat packing 
houses, as described in Sections A and C 
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of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the plant 
site and/or storage facilities utilized by 
Iowa Beef Processors, Inc., at or near 
Amarillo, Tex., to points in Alabama. 
Arizona, California, Connecticut, Dela¬ 
ware, District of Columbia, Florida, 
Georgia, Idaho, Iowa. Kansas. Kentucky, 
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Min¬ 
nesota. Missouri, Michigan, Mississippi, 
Nebraska. Nevada, New Hampshire, New 
Jersey, New Mexico, New York, North 
Dakota. North Carolina, Oregon, Penn¬ 
sylvania, Rhode Island, South Dakota, 
Tennessee, Utah, Vermont, Virginia, 
Washington, West Virginia, and Wis¬ 
consin. 

Note. —If a hearing la deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No. MC 136786 (Sub-No. 59), filed 
May 31, 1974. Applicant: ROBCO 

TRANSPORTATION. INC.. Room 205, 
3033 Excelsior Blvd., Minneapolis, Minn. 
55416. Applicant’s representative: K. O. 
Petrick (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Bananas, and agri¬ 
cultural commodities exempt from regu¬ 
lation under Section 203(b)(6) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act when trans¬ 
ported in mixed loads with bananas, from 
Mobile, Ala., to points in Illinois, Iowa. 
Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, 
North Dakota, Oklahoma, South Dakota. 
Texas, and Wisconsin, restricted to 
transportation of traffic having an im¬ 
mediately prior movement by water. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Miami, 
Fla., or Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 138465 (Sub-No. 3), filed 
May 31, 1974. Applicant: PHIL TOWN¬ 
SEND, JR., Route 1, Box 19, Live Oak. 
Fla. 32060. Applicant’s representative: 
Ronald D. Peterson, 1729 Gulf Life 
Tower, Jacksonville. Fla. 32207. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common cur¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Fertilizer, dry. 
in bulk or in bags, from Albany, Ga., to 
points in Alachua. Baker, Bradford, Co¬ 
lumbia, Dixie, Gadsden. Gilchrist. Jeffer¬ 
son, Lafayette, Leon, Levy, Madison, Su¬ 
wannee. Taylor, Union, and Wakulla 
Counties, Fla., and (2) agricultural lime¬ 
stone (high calcium and dolomite), from 
points in Citrus, Dixie, Gilchrist, Lafay¬ 
ette, Levy, Marion, Suwannee, and Tay¬ 
lor Counties, Fla., to points in Georgia 
on and south of UJS. Highway 280. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Jackson¬ 
ville, Fla. 

No. MC 138555 (Sub-No. 3). filed 
May 23, 1974. Applicant: ROBERT H. 
CO WEN, doing business as COWEN 
TRUCK LINE, Route 2, Perryvllle, Ohio 
44864. Applicant’s representative: John 
P. McMahon, 100 East Broad Street, Co¬ 
lumbus, Ohio 43215. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Household appliances, between 


North Canton. Ohio, on the one hand, 
and, on the other. Holly Springs, Miss., 
under a continuing contract or contracts 
with The Hoover Company, North Can¬ 
ton, Ohio. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Columbus, 
Ohio. 

No. MC 138621 (Sub-No. 3). filed 
May 17. 1974. Applicant: MOUW 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 307 Maple 
Drive, Sibley, Iowa 51249. Applicant’s 
representative: Patrick E. Quinn. 605 
South 14th Street, P.O. Box 82028, Lin¬ 
coln, Nebr. 68501. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Cheese, from Parkston, S. Dak., 
Whittemore, Iowa, Plain view, Nebr., and 
Sanborn. Iowa, to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii), 
under contract or contracts with Asso¬ 
ciated Milk Producers/ Inc. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Omaha. 
Nebr. 

No. MC 138692 (Sub-No. 1), filed May 
21. 1974. Applicant: MONTI VAN LINES, 
INC., 3631 NW. 48th Terrace. Miami. Fla. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert J. 
Gallagher, Esq., Brodsky, Linett & Alt¬ 
man, 1776 Broadway, New York City. N.Y. 
10019. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Used 
household goods, restricted to the trans¬ 
portation of shipments having a prior or 
subsequent movement, in containers, be¬ 
yond the points authorized, and further 
restricted to the performance of pickup 
and delivery service in connection with 
the packing, crating, and containeriza¬ 
tion or unpacking, uncrating, and decon¬ 
tainerization of such shipments, between 
points in Citrus, Broward, Dade, Palm 
Beach, Collier, Orange, Pinellas and 
Hillsborough Counties, Fla. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
does not specify a location. 

No. MC 138952 (Sub-No. 1). filed May 
17,1974. Applicant: CENTRAL CITY EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., P.O. Box 7402, Nashville. 
Tenn. 37210. Applicant’s representative: 
Clifford E. Couts (same address as ap¬ 
plicant). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, Classes A and B explosives, 
comodi ties in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), beginning and end¬ 
ing at Central City, Ky.: From Central 
City, Ky., over U.S. Highway 62 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 231, thence over U.S. 
Highway 231 to junction Kentucky High¬ 
way 136, thence over Kentucky Highway 
136 to Livermore, Ky., thence over UJB. 
Highway 431 to Central City. Ky., and re¬ 
turn over the same route, serving all in¬ 
termediate points. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at NashvUle, 
Tenn., or Louisville, Ky. 

No. MC-139124 (Sub-No. 1), filed May 
24. 1974. Applicant: ROBERT STIL- 


WELL, do ing bu siness as GOPHER VAL 
LEY TRUCKING. P.O. Box 66, Sheridan* 
Oreg. 97378. Applicant’s representative* 
David C. White, 2400 SW. Fourth Av¬ 
enue. Portland, Oreg. 97201. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes 
transporting: Chemical compounds, in 
containers, carburetors and carburetor 
parts, and plastic bottles and tops, be¬ 
tween Beaverton, Oreg., and points in 
California, under a continuing contract 
or contracts with Jonhop, Inc. 

Note.-—I f a hearing is deemed necessary 
applicant requests it be held at Portland’ 
Oreg. 

No. MC-139246 (Sub-No. 1), filed May 
17, 1974. Applicant: LEON JONES FEED 
8i GRAIN, INC., Route 3, dimming, Ga. 
30130. Applicant’s representative: Frank 
D. Hall. Suite 713, 3384 Peachtree Rd. 
NE., Atlanta. Ga. 30326. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Feed ingredients, (1) from Gunters- 
ville, Ala.; Chattanooga. Tenn.; South- 
port, N.C.; and Moss Point. Miss., to 
points in Georgia; and (2) from Cum- 
ming, Ga., to points in North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Florida, Alabama, and 
Tennessee. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Atlanta, Oft , 
or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC—139495 (Sub-No. 4>, filed May 
22, 1974. Applicant: NATIONAL CAR¬ 
RIERS. INC.. 1501 East 8th Street. P.O. 
Box 1358, Liberal, Kans. 67901. Appli¬ 
cant: Frederick J. Coffman, 521 South 
14th Street. P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln. 
Nebr. 68501. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier . by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Lamps , advertising materials and pack¬ 
aging materials , from the plants!te and 
storage facilities of North American 
Philips Corporation, at or near Lynn, 
Mass., to points in California. Colorado. 
Illinois, Indiana, Missouri, Nebraska. 
Oklahoma, Oregon. Texas, Wisconsin. 
Nevada. Tennessee, Georgia. Florida, and 
Kansas. 

Note.—A pplicant holds contract carrier au¬ 
thority in MC—133106 and subs thereunder, 
therefore dual operations may be Involved. If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quests it be held at Lincoln, Nebr., or Kansas 
City, Mo. 

No. MC 139800 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
May 13. 1974. Applicant: LARRY W. 
CZERNIAK, 9000 West 74th Avenue, 
Arvada, Colo. 80005. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: John P. Thompson. 450 Capitol 
Life Center, Denver, Colo. 80203. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over regular and 
irregular routes, transporting: (A) REG¬ 
ULAR ROUTES: Camera film (except 
movie film moving to or from movie 
theaters), film slides, photographs, 
prints, negatives, and photographic sup¬ 
plies, (1) Between Pueblo. Colo., ana 
Cheyenne, Wyo., serving all intermediate 
points and serving the off-route points 
of Windsor and Johnstown, Colo.: From 
Pueblo, Colo., over Interstate Highway 
25 and also U.S. Highway 85-87 to Den¬ 
ver, Colo., thence over Interstate Hign- 
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orav 25 to Cheyenne. Wyo.. and return 
over the same routes; (a) traversing U.S. 
Highway 34 and Colorado Highway 14 
and 66 between U.S. Highway 85 and 
interstate Highway 25 and (b) also 
traversing US. Highway 34 and Colorado 
Highway 14 between U.S. Highway 287 
aM interstate Highway 25. as alternate 
routes in (a) and (b) above for oper¬ 
ating convenience only; (2) Between 
pueblo Colo., and Cheyenne. Wyo.. 
serving all intermediate points: From 
Pueblo Colo., over Interstate Highway 
25 and U S. Highway 85-87 to Denver. 
Coio thence over U.S. Highway 85 to 
Cheyenne, Wyo., and return over the 
same routes; (a) traversing U.S. High¬ 
way 31 and Colorado Highway 14 between 
US. Highway 85 and U.S. Highway 287 
and (b) also traversing Colorado High¬ 
way 66 between U.S. Highway 85 and 
Interstate Highway 25, as alternate 
i routes in (a) and (b) above for operat¬ 
ing convenience only; and (3) Between 
Denver, Colo., and Laramie. Wyo., serv¬ 
ing all intermediate points on U.S. High¬ 
way 287 and the off-route point of Estes 
Park, Colo.: From Denver, Colo., over U.S. 
Highway 287 to Laramie. Wyo., and re- 
I turn over the same route, traversing 
I Interstate Highways 80 and 25. U.S. 
I Highway 34 and Colorado Highway 66 
I between U.S. Highway 85 and U.S. High- 
I way 287. as alternate routes for operat- 
I ing convenience only and < B > IRREGU- 
I LAR ROUTES: Camera film (except 
I movie film moving to or from movie the- 
I aters), film slides, photographs, prints, 
I negatives, and photographic supplies, be- 
1 tween points in Denver, Adams. Arapa- 
I hoe, Boulder, and Jefferson Counties, 
I Colo., restricted in (A) and (B) above 
I against the transportation of packages 
I or articles weighing more than 20 pounds 

I in the aggregate from any one consignor 
I to any one consignee, on any one day. 

I Non.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
8 applicant requests It be held at Denver, Colo. 

I No. MC 139839, filed May 2, 1974. 
I Applicant: BERKELEY TAT ARE HOUSE 
1 & DRAYAGE. INC., 1920 Second Street. 

I Berkeley. Calif. 94710. Applicant's rep- 
I resentative: Eldon M. Johnson, 650 
I California Street, Suite 2808. San 
I Francisco, Calif. 94108. Authority sought 
1 to operate as a contract carrier, by 
I motor vehicle, over irregular routes. 
I transporting: Such commodities, as are 
I dealt with by retail grocery and retail 
1 drug stores, from Berkeley, Calif., to 
I Points in Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, 
I Na Pa. Sacramento, San Francisco, San 
I Joequin, San Mateo, Santa Clara. Santa 
I Solano, Sonoma, Stanislaus and 

I Y °i° Counties. Calif., under a continuing 
I contract or contracts with Jacqueline 
I Cochran, Inc., John H. Breck, Inc.. Shal- 
I * on hie., and American Cyanamid Com- 

■ Pany. 

I Note— if a hearing is deemed necessary. 

■ ^Plkam requests It be held at San Fran- 
I tlsco ' Calif., or Berkeley, Calif. 

I No. MC 139842, filed May 9, 1974, 
| Applicant: JUMBO MOTOR EXPRESS 
1 41 Westside Drive. Etobicoke, 

I °ntario, Canada M9C 1B3. Applicant’s 
I representative: Robert D. Gunderman, 


Suite 710 Statler Hilton, Buffalo, N.Y. 
14202. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Parts for tractors, excavators, grad¬ 
ing and road making machinery, and 
power shovels, in containers, between the 
plantsite and facilities of Ford Motor 
Company, Ford Tractor Operations, at 
Romeo, Mich., on the one hand, and. on 
the other, ports of entry on the Inter¬ 
national Boundary Line between United 
States and Canada, located on the De¬ 
troit and St. Clair Rivers, restricted to 
transportation moving in foreign com¬ 
merce. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Buffalo, N.Y. 

No. MC 139876, filed May 31, 1974. Ap¬ 
plicant: ABC TRANSIT CO.. INC., 11440 
West Center Road. Omaha, Nebr. 68144. 
Applicant's representative: Donald L. 
Stern, Suite 53\ Univac Bldg., 7100 West 
Center Road, Omaha, Nebr. 68106. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Furniture ovd 
furniture parts, crated and uncrated, (1) 
between Omaha, Nebr., North Kansas 
City, Mo., Denver, Colo., and Seattle, 
Wash., and <2) from Omaha. Nebr., 
North Kansas City, Mo., Denver, Colo., 
and Seattle, Wash., to points in Nebraska, 
Kansas, Missouri, Illinois, Iowa, Okla¬ 
homa, Texas, Minnesota. South Dakota, 
North Dakota, Arkansas, Colorado. Wyo¬ 
ming, Utah, Montana, New Mexico, 
Idaho, Oregon, Washington. Nevada. 
California, Arizona, and Wisconsin, and 
(3) from Nebraska, Kansas, Missouri, 
Illinois, Iowa. Oklahoma, Texas. Minne¬ 
sota, South Dakota North Dakota, Ar¬ 
kansas. Colorado, Wyoming, Utah, Mon¬ 
tana, New Mexico, Idaho. Oregon, Wash¬ 
ington, Nevada, California. Arizona, and 
Wisconsin, to Omaha, Nebr., North Kan¬ 
sas City, Mo., Colo., and Seattle. Wash., 
under contract or contracts with Beebe & 
Ruyan of Omaha Furniture Company. 

Note. —Applicant holds common carrier 
authority in MC-139686. therefore dual op¬ 
erations may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it be 
held at Omaha. Nebr. 

Motor Carrier of Passengers 

No. MC 3647 (Sub-No. 352). filed 
May 9, 1974. Applicant: TRANSPORT 
OF NEW JERSEY, a Corporation, 180 
Boyden Avenue, Maplewood, N.J. 07040. 
Applicant’s representative: John F. 
Ward (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: (1) Passengers and 
their baggage, and express and newspa¬ 
pers in the same vehicle with passengers, 
(1) Between Bedminster Township, N.J., 
and Morristown, N.J.: From junction 
Interstate Highway 78 and U.S. High¬ 
way 202-206, Bedminster Townsliip, N.J., 
over U.S. Highway 202 to Morristown, 
N.J., thence over city streets and access 
road in Morristown, N.J., to junction In¬ 
terstate Highway 287 in Morristown, 
N.J., and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points, restricted 
against the transportation of passengers 


between Morristown, N.J., on the one 
hand, and, on the oilier. New York, N.Y.. 
(2) Between Dedminster Township and 
Parsippany Troy Hills, N.J.: From junc¬ 
tion Interstate Highway 78 and 287, 
Bedminster Township, NJ., over Inter¬ 
state Highway 287 to junction Interstate 
Highway 80. Parsippany Troy Hills, N.J., 
and return over the same route, serving 
all intermediate points and serving the 
junction of Interstate Highways 80 and 
287, Parsippany Troy Hills, N.J., lor 
joinder purposes only, (3) Between Bed¬ 
minster Township. N.J., and Newark, 
N.J.: From junc f ion Interstate Highways 
78 and 287, Bedminster Township. N.J.. 
thence over Interstate Highway 78 to 
junction of U.S. Highway 1-9, Newark, 
N.J., thence over U.S. Highway 1-9 and 
Port Street to the New Jersey Turnpike 
at the Newark Airport Interchange of 
the New Jersey Turnpike, and return 
over the same route, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points. 

Note. —Applicant holds broker's license 
authority in MC-I2668. therefore dual opera¬ 
tions may be Involved. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held at 
Somerville. N.J., or Morristown, N.J. 

No. MC 61802 (Sub-No. 8) (Correc¬ 
tion), filed May 15. 1974, and published 
in the Federal Reglstfr issue of June 27. 
1974, and republished as corrected this 
issue. Applicant: THE COLONIAL 
TRANSIT COMPANY. INC., 310 Char¬ 
lotte Street, Fredericksburg, Va. 22401. 
Applicant’s representative: L. C. Major, 
Jr., Suite 301 Tavern Square. 421 King 
Street, Alexandria, Va. 22314. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over regular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Passengers avd their baggage, 
in the same vehicle with passengers, be¬ 
tween Dale City. Va.. and Washington. 
D.C.: From Dale City, Va., over Virginia 
Highway 640 to junction with Virginia 
Highway 253, thence over Virginia High¬ 
way 253 to junction with Interstate High¬ 
way 95, thence over Interstate Highway 
95 to Washington, D.C., and return over 
the same route, serving the intermediate 
points of Lake Ridge and Occoquan, Va. 

Note.—T he purpose of this republication 
1s to correct the territorial description as 
stated herein. If a hearing is deemed neces¬ 
sary, applicant requests it be held at Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

No. MC 139726 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
May 3, 1974. Applicant: CONNERS- 
VILLE TRANSIT, INC., 217 East Sixth 
Street, Connersville, Ind. 47331. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Michael V. Gooch, 
777 Chamber of Commerce Building, In¬ 
dianapolis, Ind. 46204. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Passengers and their baggage in 
charter operations, between Connersville. 
Ind., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Hamilton and Warren Counties. 
Ohio. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Indianapolis. 
Ind., or Washington. D.C. 

Broker Application <s> 

No. MC 130247. filed May 30, 1974. Ap¬ 
plicant: COLPITTS TRAVEL AGENCY 
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OP RHODE ISLAND INC., 44 Washing¬ 
ton Street, Providence, R.I. 02903. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Melvin L. Zurler, 
40 Westminister Street, Providence. RX 
02904. Authority sought to engage in op¬ 
eration, in interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce, as a broker at Providence, R.I., to 
sell or offer to sell to motor, rail, water, 
and air carriers, the transportation of 
passengers and their baggage, in special 
and charter operations, beginning and 
ending at points in Rhode Island, and 
extending to points in Maine, New Hamp¬ 
shire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Is¬ 
land, Connecticut, New York, New Jer¬ 
sey, Delaware. Maryland, Pennsylvania, 
and Virginia. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the appUcant requests it be held at Provi¬ 
dence, R.I. 

No. MC 130250, filed June 3. 1974. Ap¬ 
plicant: SKI TRIPS UNLIMITED, INC., 
3549 Devon Drive, Palls Church, Va. 
22042. Applicant’s representative: L. C. 
Major. Suite 301 Tavern Square, 421 King 
Street. Alexandria. Va. 22314. Authority 
sought to engage in operation, in inter¬ 
state or foreign commerce, as a broker at 
Falls Church, Va., to sell or offer to sell to 
common carriers transportation of pas¬ 
sengers and their baggage in all expense 
ski tours, by chartered motor coach, be¬ 
ginning and ending at points in the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, Prince Georges and 
Montgomery Counties, Md., Alexandria, 
Falls Church, and Fairfax, Va., and 
points in Arlington, Fairfax, Prince Wil¬ 
liam, and Loudoun Counties, Va., and 
extending to ski resort areas in Mary¬ 
land, Pennsylvania, New York, Massa¬ 
chusetts, New Hampshire, Vermont, 
Maine, New Jersey, West Virginia, Vir¬ 
ginia, and North Carolina. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., or Alexandria, Va. 

Water Carrier Application (s) 

No. W-1278, filed May 24, 1974. AppU¬ 
cant: BULK FOOD CARRIERS, INC., 
425 California Street, San Francisco, 
Calif. 94104. Applicant's representative: 
J. Raymond Clark, 1250 Connecticut Ave¬ 
nue NW., Suite 600, Washington. D.C. 
20036. Authority sought to engage in op¬ 
eration. in interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce as a common carrier by water in 
the transportation of Lumber and lum¬ 
ber products (by self-propeUed vessels 
and/or tug and barge service), from 
Everett, Seattle, Tacoma, Grays Harbor 
(Aberdeen/Hoquiam), Raymond Bell¬ 
ingham, Anacortes, Olympia, Port An¬ 
geles. Port Gamble, Kalama, Longview, 
and Vancouver, Wash.; Coos Bay, New¬ 
port (Yaquina Bay), North Bend, As¬ 
toria, Wauna, Rainier, St. Helens, and 
Portland, Oreg.; and Eureka, Hueneme, 
Sacramento, Stockton, Long Beach, Los 
Angeles, and San Diego. Calif., to Ports¬ 
mouth and Providence, R.I.; New York 


and Irvington, N.Y.; Newark, Port Eliza¬ 
beth, and Camden, N.J.; Philadelphia. 
Pa.; Baltimore, Md.; Savannah, Ga.; 
Miami, Jacksonville, Port Everglades, 
Tampa, Pensacola, and Ft. Lauderdale, 
Fla.; Norfolk, Va.; New Orleans, Baton 
Rouge, and Lake Charles, La.; and Beau¬ 
mont, Port Arthur, Galveston, Houston, 
and Corpus Christi, Tex. 

Note. —Dual operations may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Portland. Oreg., 
Seattle, Wash., or San Francisco, Calif. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15275 FUed 7-2-74:8:45 am] 


l Notice No. 545J 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

July 1,1974. 

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone¬ 
ment, canceUation, or oral argument ap¬ 
pear below and will be published only 
once. Tliis list contains prospective as¬ 
signments only and does not include 
cases previously assigned hearing dates. 
The hearings will be on the issues as pres¬ 
ently reflected in the Official Docket of 
the Commission. An attempt wiU be 
made to publish notices of cancellation 
of hearings as promptly as possible, but 
interested parties should take appropri¬ 
ate steps to insure that they are notified 
of cancellation or postponements of 
hearings in which they are interested. No 
amendments will be considered after 
July 5,1974. 

MC 128273 Sub 145, Midwestern Dis¬ 
tribution, Inc., now assigned Septem¬ 
ber 11, 1974, at Columbus, Ohio, is 
cancelled and transferred to modified 
procedure. 

MC 88380 Sub 12, R.E.B. Transporta¬ 
tion. Inc., now assigned July 15, 1974, 
will be held in Room 5A15-17, New 
Federal Bldg., 1100 Commerce St., 
Dallas, Tex. 

MC-F-12145, DPD, Inc.—Purchase (Por¬ 
tion)—R. J. (Red) Andrews Truck 
Line, now assigned July 17, 1974, will 
be held in Room 5A15-17, New Federal 
Bldg.* 1100 Commerce St., Dallas, Tex. 
FF—426 Sub 1, Express Forwarding and 
Storage Co.. Inc., now assigned July 
24, 1974, at New York, N.Y., is post¬ 
poned indefinitely. 

MC 10794 Sub-4, Perrow Motor Freight 
Lines, Inc., now assigned July 22, 1974 
at Charleston, W. Virginia, is post¬ 
poned indefinitely. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-15398 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 


[Ex Parte No. 301] 

THE ENERGY CRISIS AND THE NEED FOR 
EMERGENCY TRANSPORTATION Lf£ 
ISLATION 

Order 


At a General Session of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, held at its office 
in Washington, D.C., on the 27th day of 
June, 1974. 

Upon consideration of the record In 
the above-entitled proceeding, and of: 

(1) Petition of the United States De¬ 
partment of Transportation, filed April 4. 
1974, for leave to file supplemental com¬ 
ments. and tendered supplemental com¬ 
ments; 

(2) Separate petitions of the Regular 
Common Carrier Conference of the 
American Trucking Associations. Inc., 
filed May 1, 1974, The Local and Short 
Haul Carriers National Conference, filed 
May 8. 1974. The National Industrial 
Traffic League, filed May 16, 1974, and 
the Carnation Company, filed June 3. 
1974, for leave to file reply comments to 
the supplemental comments of the De¬ 
partment of Transportation, and ten¬ 
dered reply comments of the Regular 
Common Carrier Conference of the 
American Trucking Associations. Inc., 
Tlie Local and Short Haul Carriers Na¬ 
tional Conference, The National Indus¬ 
trial Traffic League, and the Carnation 
Company; 

(3) Petition by the American Textile 
Manufacturers Institute, Inc., filed May 
10, 1974, for leave to file out of time, and 
tendered statement; 

(4) Petition of The Association of 
American Railroads for leave to file reply 
comments to the supplemental com¬ 
ments tendered in (1) above, and ten¬ 
dered statement; and 

It appearing, that the supplemental 
comments and replies thereto raise im¬ 
portant additional matters which should 
be considered; and an extension of the 
comment period will not unduly delay 
any legislative recommendations that 
may be forthcoming; and good cause ap¬ 
pearing therefor: 

It is ordered , That the petitions be, and 
they are hereby, granted, and that the 
tendered supplemental comments be, and 
they are hereby, accepted. 

It is further ordered. That the time for 
filing comments in the above-entitled 
proceeding be, and it is hereby, extended 
to August 1, 1974. 

It is further ordered , That notice of 
this order shall be given to the general 
public by depositing a copy thereof in 
the Office of the Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission at Washington, D.C.. and by for¬ 
warding a copy thereof to the Director, 
Office of the Federal Register, for publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-15399 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 ami 
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Title 40—Protection of the Environment 

CHAPTER I—ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 

SUBCHAPTER N—-EFFLUENT GUIDELINES AND 
STANDARDS 

PART 410—TEXTILE INDUSTRY POINT 
SOURCE CATEGORY 

On February 5, 1974, notice was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
4628), that the Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency (EPA or Agency) was pro¬ 
posing effluent limitations guidelines for 
existing sources and standards of per¬ 
formance and pretreatment standards 
for new sources within the wool scouring, 
wool finishing, greige mills, woven fabric 
finishing, knit fabric finishing, carpet 
mills and stock and yam dyeing and fin¬ 
ishing subcategories of the textile in¬ 
dustry category of point sources. 

The purpose of this notice is to estab¬ 
lish final effluent limitations guidelines 
for existing sources and standards of per¬ 
formance and pretreatment standards 
for new sources in the Textile Industry 
cat egor y of point sources, by amending 
40 CFR Chapter I. Subchapter N, to add 
a new Part 410. This final rulemaking is 
promulgated pursuant to sections 301, 
304 (b) and (c). 308 (b) and (c) and 
307(c) of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act, as amended (the Act): 33 
U.S.C. 1251. 1311. 1314 (b) and (c), 1316 
(b) and (c) and 1317(c); 86 Stat. 816 
et seq.; Pub. L. 92-500. Regulations re¬ 
garding cooling water intake structures 
for all categories of point sources under 
section 216(b) of the Act will be pro¬ 
mulgated in 40 CFR 402. 

In addition, the EPA is simultaneously 
proposing a separate provision which ap¬ 
pears in the proposed rules section of the 
Federal Register, stating the applica¬ 
tion of the limitations and standards set 
forth below to users of publicly owned 
treatment works which are subject to 
pretreatment standards under section 
307(b) of the Act. The basis of that pro¬ 
posed regulation is set forth in the asso¬ 
ciated notice of proposed rulemaking. 

The legal basis, methodology and fac¬ 
tual conclusions which support promul¬ 
gation of this regulation were set forth 
in substantial detail in the notice of pub¬ 
lic review procedures published August 6, 
1973 (38 FR 21202) and in the notice of 
proposed rulemaking for the wool scour¬ 
ing. wool finishing, dry processing, woven 
fabric finishing, knit fabric finishing, 
carpet mills, stock yarn dyeing and fin¬ 
ishing, and commission finishing sub¬ 
categories. In addition, the regulations 
as proposed were supported by two other 
documents: (1) The document entitled 
“Development Document for Proposed 
Effluent Limitations Guidelines and New 
Source Performance Standards for the 
Textile Mills Point Source Category'* 
(January 1974) and (2) the document 
entitled *‘Economic Analysis of Proposed 
Effluent Guidelines, Textile Industry 
(March 1974). Both of these documents 
were made available to the public and 
circulated to interested persons at ap¬ 
proximately the time of publication of 
the notice of proposed rulemaking. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Interested persons were invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the rulemaking by submitting 
written comments within 30 days from 
the date of publication. Prior public par¬ 
ticipation in the form of solicited com¬ 
ments and responses from the States, 
Federal agencies, and other interested 
parties were described in the preamble to 
the proposed regulation. The EPA has 
considered carefully all of the comments 
received and a discussion of these com¬ 
ments with the Agency's response thereto 
follows. 

The regulations as promulgated con¬ 
tains important changes from the pro¬ 
posed regulation. The following discus¬ 
sion outlines the reasons why these 
changes were made and why other sug¬ 
gested changes were not implemented. 

(a) Summary of comments. The fol¬ 
lowing responded to the request for writ¬ 
ten comments contained in the preamble 
to the proposed regulation: Northern 
Textile Association; Kleinschmidt and 
Dutting; Beaunit Corporation; South 
Carolina Department of Health and En¬ 
vironmental Control; Burlington Indus¬ 
tries: Cone Mills Corporation; American 
Textile Manufacturing Institute and 
Carpet and Rug Institute; Riegel Textile 
Corp.; Russell Corp.; The Kenyon Piece 
Dyework Inc.; Graniteville Company; 
U.S. Department of the Interior; Ken¬ 
yon Southern Inc.; Milliken; Mohasco 
Industries Inc.; J. P. Stevens & Co. Inc.; 
Talon Division of Textron; West Point 
Pepperell; Fieldcrest Mills Inc.; Dixie 
Yams Inc.; Barre Wool Combing Co. 
Ltd.; Spring Mills Inc.; University of 
South Carolina; Armstrong Cork Com¬ 
pany; U.S. Department of Health Edu¬ 
cation and Welfare; Dan River Inc.; U.S. 
Department of Commerce; Dundee 
Mills; U.S. Water Resources Council and 
the Effluent Standards and Water Qual¬ 
ity Information Advisory Committee. 

(1) There were several comments 
made that stated that the basis for the 
proposed subcategorization was not suf¬ 
ficient to justify compression of indus¬ 
try's proposed groupings, and that the 
proposed subcategorization does not pro¬ 
vide sufficient definition of the industry 
for effective administration. It was fur¬ 
ther stated that the proposed subcate¬ 
gorization did not adequately deal with 
plants performing multiple operations 
(combinations of woven and knit fabric 
finishing with stock and yarn dyeing and 
finishing), and further that the proposed 
subcategorization had ignored commis¬ 
sion houses. 

The EPA proposed subcategorization 
utilized seven segments to describe the 
textile industry. The basis for the sub¬ 
categorization was the water usage and 
waste character associated with differ¬ 
ent materials and different processes 
within the textile industry. Industry 
through the American Textile Manufac¬ 
turers Institute, Inc. and the Carpet and 
Rug Institute (ATMI & CRI) proposed 
thirteen subcategories to describe the 
textile industry. Six of industry's thir¬ 
teen subcategories are very similar to 
six EPA subcategories. The seventh EPA 
subcategory (greige mills) was not com¬ 


pletely described In the proposed regu. 
lation. However, In the final subcategori 
zation, “greige mills" has been clearly 
defined to include three industry sub- 
categories because of their similarity hi 
waste water character. Three other in¬ 
dustry subcategories. Including the mul¬ 
tiple operations subcategory, are ac¬ 
counted for In the EPA proposed sub- 
categorization through allowances for 
proration of limitations for plants proc¬ 
essing combinations of materials identi¬ 
fied in individual subcategories. One in¬ 
dustry subcategory, commission finish¬ 
ing, had been omitted from the EPA pro¬ 
posed groupings; however, it is included 
in the final subcategorization. 

(2) The comment was submitted that 
the proposed subcategorization did not 
properly account for manufacturing dif¬ 
ferences. It was contended that different 
fiber compositions and different degrees 
of manufacturing complexity should 
have been considered for additional seg¬ 
mentation. 

Additional data has been received for 
several pollution parameters, especially 
COD. which relates the level of effluent 
discharge to the manufacturing process 
and the fabric type. BOD5 and TSS are 
not Impacted as substantially as COD 
because fluctuating discharge levels of 
BOD5 and TSS can be handled through 
adequate waste treatment designs. Ad¬ 
ditional limitations have been estab¬ 
lished for COD in accordance with these 
findings. 

(3) Several comments were received 
that questioned the inclusion and exclu¬ 
sion of effluent parameters from the ex¬ 
emplary woven and knit fabric finishing 
plants resulting in limitations that may 
not have been representative of these 
industry segments. Supportive opera¬ 
tional data for some of these plants was 
claimed to be inadequate. 

Additional data has been received for 
BOD5, TSS and COD from several ex¬ 
emplary plants. All available data that 
Is technically sound has been used to 
compute representative and reasonable 
effluent limitations for woven and knit 
subcategories, as well as other subcate¬ 
gories. The maximum operational data 
available has been used. However, the 
total suspended solids data from three 
woven fabric finishing plants and a part 
of the TSS data from one wool scouring 
plant have not been used because the 
data is not representative of results 
which are achievable as demonstrated by 
BPCTCA as demonstrated by data from 
other exemplary mills. The BOD5. TSS 
and COD data from one woven finishing 
plant was not used to compute effluent 
limitations for subcategory 4 because tne 
low BODS, TSS and COD discharge levels 
were achieved through utilizing granular 
carbon, a technology not representative 
of BPCTCA 

(4) The comment was made that the 
Agency had not taken account of tn 
difference in timing and purpose betwee 
the New Source Performance standard 
and the 1983 limitations acWevawe 
through the application of the best ava* 
able control technology. The commen 
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noted the 10 year time difference in the 
applicability of these standards and 
maintained that the best available con¬ 
trol technology has not been thoroughly 
demonstrated. 

The best available control technology 
is available for new sources. However, the 
Agency recognizes that refinements may 
be needed to establish economic feasi¬ 
bility and technical reliability of certain 
components of the best available tech¬ 
nology economically achievable; the es¬ 
tablishment of best available limitations 
for new sources might result in the can¬ 
cellation of some new plant construction. 
Multi-media filtration is available and 
has been demonstrated for new sources 
the utilization of multi-media filtration 
should not have any major effect on new 
plant construction. New Source stand¬ 
ards have, therefore, been changed to re¬ 
flect the best practicable control technol¬ 
ogy plus multi-media filtration for TSS 
control. Chemical addition in final clari¬ 
fication should be sufficient to achieve 
the TSS limits in most circumstances. 

(5) Several comments were received 
which stated that cost estimates for best 
practicable and best available control 
technology were underestimated and 
that economic and non-water quality 
considerations had been treated inade¬ 
quately. 

The Agency’s cost estimates were pre¬ 
pared from calculations of average waste 
water loadings based on generally ac¬ 
cepted engineering practices. Cost esti¬ 
mates were verified with industry infor¬ 
mation. Some industry estimates might 
be excessive if higher than average waste 
loads were treated or if comparisons were 
made based on flow alone. High land cost 
or poor treatment design causing poor 
mixing or poor oxygen transfer might 
also create excessive cost requirements. 
However, no dramatic capital or operat¬ 
ing cost increase should be attributable 
to any increased need for additional 
treatment technology which might result 
from compliance with this regulation. 
Economic impacts and non-water quality 
impacts including energy which might 
result from compliance with this regu¬ 
lation have also been evaluated and re¬ 
viewed. Non-water quality impacts have 
been found to be not significant. Special 
consideration should be given to the se¬ 
lection of solid waste disposal sites to 
Insure long-term protection of the envi¬ 
ronment from any potentially hazardous 
substance. Energy impacts should ac¬ 
count for less than 10 percent of a total 
plant s energy usage. Economic impact 
nas been reevaluated based on revisions 
of the effluent limitations, particularly 
for BATEA, where single stage chemical 
coagulation has been substituted for 
activated carbon adsorption. The impact 
was found not to be significant for small 
or medium sized textile manufacturers, 
ine plants expected to be impacted at 
were judged likely to close with or 
without eflluent limitations. Large inte¬ 
grated plants were not Included in the 
«apact study because their impact would 
»n ♦u i as ^ severe ** * or smaller mills due 
their higher profit levels, larger size, 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

integrated production and market con¬ 
trol. An initial economic impact analysis 
had precluded greige mills and carpet 
mills because they would not be signifi¬ 
cantly impacted due to their superior 
financial structure. 

(6; The comment was made that al¬ 
though pollutants such as chromium, 
phenol and sulfide have been identified 
in the waste waters from this industry, 
the proposed limitations were not re¬ 
sponsive to their control. Color is also 
present and no controls had been estab¬ 
lished. 

Chromium, phenol and sulfide are 
pollutants that have been identified in 
the wastes from the textile industry. In¬ 
formation is available on these pollutants 
from EPA sources as well as a study by 
the American Textile Manufactures In¬ 
stitute and the Carpet and Rug Institute. 
Therefore, specific limits have been es¬ 
tablished for these parameters. Sub¬ 
stantial reductions in the discharge of 
these pollutants are possible through the 
application of the best practicable con¬ 
trol technology along with strict man¬ 
agement controls over in-plant prac¬ 
tices. High levels of color are also iden¬ 
tified in textile waste waters. Technology 
to control color is available but not 
practicable because the economic feasi¬ 
bility of this technology has not been 
established. 

(7) Concern was expressed that efflu¬ 
ent limitations based on the best avail¬ 
able control technology were too strin¬ 
gent and that COD limitations could not 
be achieved. 

New data on BOD, TSS and COD has 
been received and it is recognized that 
some of the proposed limitations for 1983 
were not representative of best available 
control technology. Multi-media filtra¬ 
tion will remove TSS to lower levels <5-8 
mg/1) than proposed. Chemical coagula¬ 
tion and clarification will remove COD 
from the waste water although some of 
the proposed COD limitations were too 
stringent in light of the residual COD 
after biological treatment. Limitations 
have been revised to reflect the best 
available control technology economi¬ 
cally achievable. 

(8) A comment was made that wool 
finishing plants that utilize recycled 
wool fibers should be included in a sub- 
category separated from virgin wool 
finishers, and be given different effluent 
limitations than virgin wool finishers. 

The Agency recognizes that differences 
exist between recycled wool fibers and 
virgin wool fibers. The raw materials 
have some different properties that re¬ 
quire modifications to the standard man¬ 
ufacturing processes. The dyeing, fulling 
and scouring processes for recycled fibers 
appear to result in somewhat more pol¬ 
lutant discharge than virgin wool proc¬ 
esses. However, the raw waste loading 
of BOD5, TSS and COD for virgin fibers 
are similar to loadings for recycled fibers. 
In addition, the treatability of the waste 
waters from the two processes is similar. 
Therefore, no additional segmentation of 
the wool finishing subcategory is neces¬ 
sary. 
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(9) One commenter suggested that 
fecal coliform standards for 1977 were 
too stringent and should be dictated by 
water quality standards. 

Available information shows waste 
waters in this industry are frequently 
high in coliform (indicator organism) 
bacteria. Disinfection is consequently a 
necessary adjunct to the effluent limits. 
However, for economic reasons coliform 
limits have been omitted from all sub- 
categories except dry processing (sub- 
category 3) for 1977 limitations; 1983 
limitations for fecal coliforms are readily 
achievable by chlorination, ozonation or 
other possible methods for disinfecting 
water. Reliance on water quality stand¬ 
ards would not be appropriate for tech¬ 
nology based guidelines, since the water 
quality standards relate only to the 
possible need to disinfect to a higher 
quality than required by the effluent 
limitations in order to protect in-stream 
quality. 

< 10) The objection was raised that the 
EPA subcategorization of this industry 
was developed without adequate consid¬ 
eration of plant age. 

As constructed, older manufacturing 
facilities tend to be multi-storied, with 
manufacturing lines located on several 
floors and confined to small areas. Newer 
plants have been designed as single¬ 
storied buildings with equipment and lo¬ 
cations designed for cleaner, more main¬ 
tenance-free operation. Nevertheless, 
newer plants do not have process waste 
water streams significantly larger in vol¬ 
ume or higher in loading than older 
plants. Older plants generally have high 
pollution generating operations located 
on the ground floor and thus waste wa¬ 
ters from these units operations resemble 
those of newer plants. Older plants have 
had to install some new equipment and 
thus they further resemble new plants. 
In-plant water reuse/recycle may be 
somewhat more difficult in older mills, 
but it is technically feasible and it is 
done. Therefore, small waste water vol¬ 
ume and loading differences may occur 
between new and old plants, but these 
differences are not significant enough to 
warrant different treatment systems or 
separate subcategories. 

(11) It was remarked that proposed 
effluent limitations for BOD5 would re¬ 
quire treatment to levels less than 10 
mg/1, a level very difficult to maintain. 

Effluent levels for BOD5 have been 
recomputed based on new information 
and the BOD5 levels for the textile sub¬ 
categories using the mean water usage 
range from 13 to 212 mg/1 with an aver¬ 
age concentration of 61 mg/1. 

(12) The comment was made that 
activated carbon will adsorb the varied 
chemicals (COD) from bleaching, dye¬ 
ing and finishing operations experienced 
throughout the textile industry, but its 
effectiveness has not been demonstrated. 

Proposed limitations for 1983 were 
based on activated carbon adsorption. 
Because of economic consideration, 
activated carbon has been replaced with 
chemical coagulation/clarification. Acti¬ 
vated carbon remains an alternative 
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technology to achieve the BATEA limita¬ 
tions for COD and color. 

(13) The comment was made that wa¬ 
ter usage information on wool finishers 
(subcategory 2) was incorrect as water 
usage is between 30-100 gal/lb rather 
than 13.8 gal/lb. Effluent limits and costs 
would thus not be correct. Also, it was 
argued that all "fibers processed on wool 
equipment should be included in sub¬ 
category 2. 

Limitations have been established 
based on 30 gal/lb of dry wool, a level 
that has been demonstrated by plant G. 
Revised costs have also been made based 
on this level and thus are representative 
of actual costs. Regarding broadening 
subcategory 2 to include processing all 
fibers on wool processing equipment. EPA 
data does not justify this change either 
technically or economically. 

(14) Concern was expressed that pilot 
plant information was used for the 
establishment of effluent guidelines for 
wool scouring plants; this plant was op¬ 
erated under economically impossible 
conditions. 

The pilot plant was not used as the 
basis for the BPCTCA limitations, and 
its use in establishing BACTEA limita¬ 
tions is justified because the pilot study 
demonstrated technical feasibility and 
an economic impact analysis indicated 
its use would be economically achievable 
for wool scouring plants. 

(15) It was stated that “typical” textile 
mills do not exist and thus guidelines and 
permits should be written on a plant by 
plant basis with careful regard for water 
quality requirements. 

The intent of the Act is that EPA de¬ 
fine national standards; it was not con¬ 
templated that guidelines would be de¬ 
veloped on a plant by plant basis for any 
industry. Moreover, the clear purpose of 
the 1972 amendments to the Act was to 
shift the emphasis of the water pollution 
control program away from complete 
reliance on ambient water quality to 
limitations based on available treatment 
technology. It is the Agency's opinion 
that typical subcategories do exLst and 
that the establishment of these sub¬ 
categories has been justified on the basis 
of similarity in manufacturing processes 
and waste water characteristics. Fur¬ 
ther, flexibility to deal with plants whose 
situation is fundamentally different from 
situations accounted for in the guidelines 
has been provided. See change in para¬ 
graph (b) (9), below. 

(16) The comment was made that 
monitoring costs may be large and 
should be included in each plant's cost 
estimation. 

Monitoring requirements are set by 
permit and the amount of sampling is 
established with consideration for econo¬ 
mic achlevability. Sampling for total 
chromium, phenol, and sulfide, however, 
should be performed at a frequency less 
than that for BOD. TSS. or COD. 

(17) It was suggested that the propo¬ 
sal made to the Administrator by the 
Effluent Standards and Water Quality 
Information Advisory Committee that a 
significantly different approach be taken 


in the development of effluent guidelines 
generally, be endorsed. 

The committee’s proposal is under 
evaluation as a contribution toward fu¬ 
ture refinements on guidelines for some 
industries. The committee has indicated 
that their proposed methodology could 
not be developed in sufficient time to be 
available for the current phase of guide¬ 
line promulgation, which is proceeding 
according to a court-ordered schedule. 
Its present state of development does not 
provide sufficient evidence to warrant the 
Agency’s delaying issuance of any stand¬ 
ard in hopes that an alternative ap¬ 
proach might be preferable. 

(b) Revision of the proposed regula- 
tion prior to promulgation . As a result of 
public comments and continuing review 
and evaluation of the proposed regula¬ 
tions by the EPA, the following changes 
have been made in the regulation. 

(1) Effluent limitations for all sub- 
categories have been revised based upon 
the submission of a more complete data 
base. BOD5, TSS and COD data was 
thoroughly reviewed. 

(2) A new subcategory has been in¬ 
cluded in the EPA subcategorization to 
describe commission finishing; commis¬ 
sion finishing was omitted from EPA’s 
proposed subcategorization. 

(3) The definition of the proposed 
subcategory for “Greige Mills” has been 
more clearly defined to include three pro¬ 
posed industry subcategories; Coated 
fabrics, laminated fabrics, tire cord 
fabrics felts; carpet tufting and carpet 
backing; and greige goods mills. The 
name of the subcategory lias been 
changed to “Dry Processing”. 

(4) Different effluent limitations for 
COD have been established for different 
manufacturing processes and different 
fabric types in the woven and knit fabric 
finishing subcategories and the carpet 
mills subcategory. 

(5) New source performance stand¬ 
ards have been promulgated based on the 
best practicable control technology cur¬ 
rently available plus multi-media filtra¬ 
tion to partially control TSS. 

(6) Effluent limitations for fecal con¬ 
form bacteria have been deleted from all 
subcategories except dry processing (sub¬ 
category 3) for the 1977 best practicable 
limitations and new source performance 
standards. Fecal conform limitations re¬ 
main for the best available technology 
limitations. 

(7) Limitations on color have been 
established for 1983 with the recognition 
that refinement in the color discharge 
limits may be required due to technologi¬ 
cal or economic factors. 

(8) Effluent Umitations for total chro¬ 
mium. phenol and sulfide have been es- 
tabUshed for 1977 and 1983 levels of pol¬ 
lutant removal. Limits are based on re¬ 
movals expected through strict in-plant 
waste water management and biological 
treatment. 

(9) Section 304(b)(1)(B) of the Act 
provides for “guidelines” to implement 
the uniform national standards of sec¬ 
tion 301(b) (1) (A). Thus Congress recog¬ 


nized that some flexibility was necessary 
in order to take into account the com¬ 
plexity of the industrial world with re 
spect to the practicability of pollution 
control technology. In conformity with 
the Congressional intent and in recogni 
tion of the possible failure of these regu 
lations to account for all factors bearing 
on the practicability of control technol¬ 
ogy. it was concluded that some provision 
was needed to authorize flexibility in the 
strict application of the limitations con¬ 
tained in the regulation where required 
by special circumstances applicable to 
individual dischargers. Accordingly a 
provision allowing flexibility in the ap¬ 
plication of the limitations represent¬ 
ing best practicable control technology 
currently available has been added to 
each subpart, to account for special cir¬ 
cumstances that may not have been ade¬ 
quately accounted for when these regula¬ 
tions w r ere developed. 

(c) Economic impact. The above men¬ 
tioned changes have significantly af¬ 
fected the conclusions of the economic 
study of the proposed regulation. Because 
most effluent limitations are less stringent 
than originally proposed, and chlorina¬ 
tion has been omitted from BPCTCA and 
chemical coagulation has replaced ac- 
tived carbon in BATEA, the economic 
impact has actually been significantly 
decreased. Only three plants are ex¬ 
pected to be impacted and these plants 
are expected to close prior to 1977 
whether effluent limitations exist or not. 

(d> Cost-benefit analysis. The detri¬ 
mental effects of the constituents of 
waste waters now discharged by point 
sources within the Textile Industry point 
source category are discussed in section 
VT of the report entitled “Development 
Document for Effluent Limitations Guide¬ 
lines for the Textile Mills Point Source 
Category” (June 1974). It is not feasible 
to quantify in economic terms, particu¬ 
larly on a national basis, the costs result¬ 
ing from the discharge of these pollut¬ 
ants to our Nation’s waterways. Never¬ 
theless. as indicated in section VI, the 
pollutants discharged have stubstantial 
and damaging impacts on the quality 
of water and therefore on its capacity to 
support healthy populations of wildlife, 
fish and other aquatic biota and on its 
suitability for industrial, recreational and 
drinking water supply uses. 

The total cost of implementing the ef¬ 
fluent limitations guidelines includes the 
direct capital and operating costs of the 
pollution control technology employed to 
achieve compliance and the indirect eco¬ 
nomic and environmental costs identified 
in Section vm and in the supplementary 
report entitled “Economic Analysis of 
Proposed Effluent Guidelines— Textile In¬ 
dustry” (March 1974). Implementing the 
effluent limitations guidelines will sub¬ 
stantially reduce the environmental 
harm which would otherwise be attribu¬ 
table to the continued discharge of pol¬ 
luted waste waters from existing ano 
newly constructed plants in the textile 
industry. The Agency believes that tne 
benefits of thus reducing the pollutants 
discharged Justify the associated costs 
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which though substantial in absolute 
terms' represent a relatively small per¬ 
centage of the total capital investment 
in the industry. 

(e > publication of information on 
processes, procedures, or operating meth¬ 
ods which result in the elimination or 
reduction of the discharge of pollutants. 
to conformance with the requirements 
of Section 304(c) of the Act. a manual 
entitled. "Development Document for 
Effluent Limitations Guidelines and New 
Source Performance Standards for the 
Textile Industry Manufacturing Segment 
of the Textile Industry Point Source 
Category.” will be published and is avail¬ 
able for purchase in the near future 
from the Government Printing Office. 
Washington, D.C. 20402 for a nominal 

f0£ 

(f) Final rulemaking. In consideration 
of the foregoing. 40 CFR Chapter I. Sub¬ 
chapter N is hereby amended by adding 
a new Part 410, Textile Industry Point 
Source Category, to read as set forth 
below. This final regulation is promul¬ 
gated as set forth below and shall be 
effective July 5, 1974. 

Dated June 25, 1974. 

John Quarles, 

Acting Administrator. 

Subpart A—Wool Scouring Subcatogory 


410.10 Applicability; description oC the 

wool scouring subcategory. 

410.11 Specialized definitions. 

410.12 Effluent limitations guidelines rep¬ 

resenting the degree of effluent re¬ 
duction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best practicable oontrol 
technology currently available. 

410.13 Effluent limitations guidelines rep¬ 

resenting the degree of effluent re¬ 
duction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best available technol¬ 
ogy economically achievable. 

410.14 [Reserved] 

410.15 Standards of performance for new 

sources. 

410.16 Pretreatment standards for new 

sources. 


Subpart B—Wool Finishing Subcategory 

410.20 Applicability*, description of the wool 

finishing subcategory. 

410.21 Specialized definitions. 

410.22 Effluent limitations guidelines repre¬ 

senting the degree of effluent re¬ 
duction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available. 

410.23 Effluent limitations guidelines repre¬ 

senting the degree of effluent re- 
/ ductlon attainable by the applica¬ 

tion of the best available technol¬ 
ogy economically achievable. 

410.24 [Reserved] 

410.25 Standards of performance for new 

sources. 

410.26 Pretreatment standards for new 

sources. 


Subpart C—Dry Processing Subcategory 

*10.30 Applicability; description of the dry 
processing subcategory. 

410.31 Specialized definitions. 

410.32 Effluent limitations guidelines repre¬ 

senting the degree of effluent re¬ 
duction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available. 


GW. 

410.33 Effluent limitations guidelines repre¬ 

senting the degree of effluent re¬ 
duction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best available technol¬ 
ogy economically achievable. 

410.34 (Reserved] 

410.35 Standards of performance for new 

sources. 

410.36 Pre treatment standards for new 

sources. 

Subpart D—Woven Fabric Finishing Subcategory 

410.40 Applicability; description of the 

woven fabric finishing subcategory. 

410.41 Specialized definitions. 

410.42 Effluent limitations guidelines repre¬ 

senting the degree of effluent re¬ 
duction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available. 

410.43 Effluent limitations guidelines repre¬ 

senting the degree of effluent re¬ 
duction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best available technol¬ 
ogy economically achievable. 

410.44 [Reserved] 

410.45 Standards of performance for new 

sources. 

410.46 Pretreatment standards for new 

sources. 

Subpart E—Knit Fabric Finishing Subcategory 

410.50 Applicability; description of the knit 

fabric finishing subcategory. 

410.51 Specialized definitions. 

410.52 Effluent limitations guidelines repre¬ 

senting the degree of effluent re¬ 
duction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available. 

410.53 Effluent limitations guidelines repre¬ 

senting the degree of effluent re¬ 
duction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best available technol¬ 
ogy economically achievable. 

410.54 [Reserved] 

410.55 Standards of performance for new 

sources. 

410.56 Pretreatment standards for new 

sources. 

Subpart F—Carpet Mill Subcategory 

410.60 Applicability; description of the 

carpet mill subcategory. 

410.61 Specialized definitions. 

410.62 Effluent limitations guidelines repre¬ 

senting the degree of effluent re¬ 
duction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available. 

410.63 Effluent limitations guidelines rep¬ 

resenting the degree of effluent re¬ 
duction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best available tech¬ 
nology economically achievable. 

410.64 [Reserved} 

410.65 Standards of performance for new 

sources. 

410.66 Pretreatment standards for new 

sources. 

Subpart G—Stock and Yam Dyeing and 
Finishing Subcategory 

410.70 Applicability; description of the 

stock and yarn dyeing and finish¬ 
ing subcategory. 

410.71 Specialized definitions. 

410.72 Effluent limitations guidelines rep¬ 

resenting the degree of effluent re¬ 
duction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available. 

410.73 Effluent limitations guidelines repre¬ 

senting the degree of effluent re¬ 
duction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best available tech¬ 
nology economically achievable. 


Sec. 

410.74 (Reserved] 

410.75 Standards of performance for new 

sources. 

410.76 Pretreatinent standards for uew 

sources. 

Authority: Secs. 301. 304(b), (c). 306(b), 
(c). 307(c), Federal Water Pollution Con¬ 
trol Act. as amended, (the Act) (S3 U.S.C 
1251. 1311, 1814(b), (c), 1316(b), <c), 

1317(c)); 86 Stat. 816 et seq.; Pub. L. 92-500. 

Subpart A—Wool Scouring Subcategory 

§ 110.10 Applicability; description of 
the wool scouring subcategory. 

The provisions of this subpart are ap¬ 
plicable to process waste water dis¬ 
charges resulting from the following 
types of textile mills: Wool scouring, 
topmaking, and general cleaning of raw 
wool. 

§410.11 Specialized definitions. 

For the purpose of this subpart: 

(a> Except as provided below, the gen¬ 
eral definitions, abbreviations and meth¬ 
ods of analysis set forth in 40 CFR Part 
401 shall apply to this subpart. 

<b> The term “wool" shall mean the 
dry raw wool as it is received by the wool 
scouring mill. 

(c) The term “oil and grease’* shall be 
measured by the procedure presented in 
“Standard Methods for the Examination 
of Water and Wastewater,” 13th Edition. 
1971. 

(d> The term “color” shall mean that 
color as measured by the tristimulus 
method as described in “Standard Meth¬ 
ods for the Examination of Water and 
Wastewater” (13th Edition). 

(e) The term “commission scouring” 
shall mean the scouring of wool. 50 per¬ 
cent or more of which is owned by others, 
in mills that are 51 percent or more inde¬ 
pendent (i.e. only a minority ownership 
by company(ies) with greige or inte¬ 
grated operations); the mills must proc¬ 
ess 20 percent or more of their commis¬ 
sioned production through batch, non- 
continuous processing operation. 

§ 410.12 F.iTlucnt limitations guideline* 
representing the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available. 

In establishing the limitations set forth 
in this section, EPA took into account all 
information it was able to collect, de¬ 
velop and solicit with respect to factors 
(such as age and size of plant, raw ma¬ 
terials. manufacturing processes, prod¬ 
ucts produced, treatment technology 
available.energy requirements and costs) 
which can affect the Industry subcate¬ 
gorization and effluent levels established. 
It is, however, possible that data which 
would affect these limitations have not 
been available and, as a result, these 
limitations should be adjusted for cer¬ 
tain plants in this industry. An individ¬ 
ual discharger or other interested person 
may submit evidence to the Regional Ad¬ 
ministrator (or to the State, if the State 
has the authority to issue NPDES per¬ 
mits) that factors relating to the equip¬ 
ment or facilities involved, the process 
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applied, or other such factors related to 
such discharger are fundamentally dif¬ 
ferent from the factors considered in the 
establishment of the guidelines. On the 
basis of such evidence or other available 
information, the Regional Administrator 
(or the State) will make a written finding 
that such factors are or are not funda¬ 
mentally different for that facility com¬ 
pared to those specified in the Develop¬ 
ment Document. If such fundamentally 
different factors are found to exist, the 
Regional Administrator or the State shall 
establish for the discharger effluent limi¬ 
tations in the NPDES permit either more 
or less stringent than the limitations es¬ 
tablished herein, to the extent dictated 
by such fundamentally different factors. 
Such limitations must be approved by the 
Administrator of the Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency. The Administrator may 
approve or disapprove such limitations, 
specify other limitations, or initiate pro¬ 
ceedings to revise these regulations. 

(a) The following limitations establish 
the quantity or quality of the pollutants 
or pollutant properties, controlled by this 
section, which may be discharged by a 
point source subject to the provisions of 
this subpart after application of the best 
practicable control technology currently 
available: 



Effluent limitations 

E filimi t 
characteristic 

Maximum for 
any one day 

Average of dally 
values for thirty 
consecutive days 
Shall nor exceed 

(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


bod*. .. 10.6 

T8S . 32.2 .. 

COD. 138.0. 

Oil and Grease . 7.2. . 

Total Chromium... 0.10 .. 

Phenol.O.io . 

Sulfide . 0.20 . . 

pH .. Within the 

range 6.0 to 
9 . 0 . 


5.3 
16.1 

69.0 

3.6 

a 05 
0.06 
0.10 


(English units) lb/1000 lit of product 


BOD* . 10.6 .. 5.3 

TS8 . 32.2 . 16.1 

COD —.. 138.0 . 6a o 

Oil and Grease . 7.2 . a. 6 

Total Chromium... 0.10 . 0,05 

Phenol--0.10. a 05 

Salfide. . 0.20 . o 10 

pH.Within the 

range 6.0 to 
9.0. 


§ 110.13 Effluent limitation* guidelines 
representing ihe degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by tlie applica¬ 
tion of the best available technology 
economically achievable. 

(a) The following limitations establish 
the quantity or quality of poUutants or 
pollutant properties, controlled by this 
section, which may be discharged by a 
point source subject to the provisions of 
this subpart after application of the best 
available technology economically 
achievable: 



Effluent limitations 


Effluent 

charoctorisfic 

Maximum for 
any one day 

Average of doily 
values for thirty 
consecutive days 
shall not exceed 

(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 

BOD*..... 

TS'S. 

COD. ..." 

.. 4.8... 

. 4.0. 

. 36.0. . 


2.4 

2.0 

18.0 

J.O 
a 025 
0.026 
0.05 

Oil and Grease... 



Total Chromium. 
Phenol.. 

.. 0.05. 

0.00 


Sulfide. 

. 0.10 .. 


Color..; 

_ Shall not exceed 


Kecul Coll form. 

pH 

800 A PH A 
units. 

MPN shall not 
exceed 100 
counts per 100 
ml. 

Witliin the 
range 6.0 to 

9.0. 


— 

(English units) lh/1000 lb of product 

HOD*... 

4.8.,..... 


2.4 

2.0 

T8S._.. 



COD.. 

Oil and Grease... 

.. 36.0.. 

. 2.0. . .. 


18.0 

1.0 
a 026 
a 025 
0.00 

Total Chromium. 
Phenol. 

.. 0.05. 

. 0.05 


Sulfide .. 

Color. 

. 0.10 . 

Shall not exreed 


Fend CoUfonn 

PH.- . 

600 APHA 
units. 

MPN shall not 
exceed lit* 
counts per 

100 ml. 

Within the 
range 6.0 to 

9.0. 



<b) Additional allocations equal to the 
effluent limitations (except pH) estab¬ 
lished in paragraph (a) of tills section 
are allowed any point source subject to 
such effluent limitations that scours wool 
through “commission scouring” as de¬ 
fined above. 


§ 410.14 l KeHcrved I 


(b) Additional allocations equal to the 
effluent limitations (except pH) estab¬ 
lished in paragraph (a) of this section 
are allowed any point source subject to 
such effluent limitations that scours wool 
through “commission scouring” as de¬ 
fined above. 


§410.1.9 Standards of performance for 
new sources. 

(a) The following standards of per¬ 
formance establish the quantity or qual¬ 
ity of pollutants or pollutant properties, 
controlled by this section, which may be 
discharged by a new source subject to 
the provisions of this subpart: 



Effluent limitation* 

Effluent 

characteristic 

Maximum for 

any one day consecutive daw 

sliai) not txeetxl 

(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


bod* . 

T8S .. 

COD.. . 

Oil and Grease_ 

Total Chromium... 

Phenol _ 

Sulfide . 

ph . • . 


10.6_ 

10.6. 

I3X.0.. 

7.2. 

0.10_. 

0.10. 

0.20 .. 

Within the 
range 6.0 to 
9.0. 


6J 

U 

mo 

a« 

ft 05 
ft 16 


(English units) lb/1000 )b of produet 


BOD*. 

TH8. 

cod...;;; 

Oil and Grease. 

Total Chromium... 

Phenol. 

Sulfide... 

PH. 


10.6..:,:. 

I ».6 . 

138.0. 

7.2_.... 

0.10. 

0.10. 

0.20 ... 

Within the 
range 6.0 to 
9.0. 


U 
M 
CUO 
3.6 
(105 
a<K 
ft K 


(b> Additional allocations equal to the 
effluent limitations (except pH) estab¬ 
lished in paragraph (a) of this section 
are allowed any point source subject to 
such effluent limitations that scours wool 
through “commission scouring” as de¬ 
fined above. 

§ 410.16. Prelreutmenl ftlandard* for nm 
source*. 

The pretreatment standards under sec¬ 
tion 307(c) of the Act for a source within 
the wool scouring subcategory, which Is 
a user of a publicly owned treatment 
works (and which would be a new source 
subject to section 306 of the Act, if it 
were to discharge pollutants to the navi¬ 
gable wate rs), shall be the standard set 
forth in 40 CFR Part 128, except that, for 
the purpose of this section, 40 CFR 
128.133 shall be amended to read as 
follows: 

In addition to the prohibitions set forth 
in 40 CFR 128.131, the pretreatment standard 
for incompatible pollutants introduced into 
a publicly owned treatment works shall be 
the standard of performance for new sources 
specified in 40 CFR 410.15; provided that, if 
the publicly owned treatment works which 
receives the poUutants is committed, in its 
NPDES permit, to remove a specified per¬ 
centage of any incompatible pollutant, the 
pretreatment standard applicable to users of 
6uch treatment works shall, except in the 
case of standards providing for no discharge 
of pollutants, be correspondingly reduced In 
stringency for that pollutant. 

Subpart B—Wool Finishing Subcategory 

§ 410.20 Applicability; description of 
the wool finishing subategory. 

The provisions of this subpart are ap¬ 
plicable to process waste water discharges 
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resulting from the following types of 
Hie mills: wool finishers. Including 
evbonlsing. fulling, dyeing, bleaching, 
rtolng, fire proofing, and other such 

similar processes. 

§ 410.21 S|*x!Uilix©d dcfiiiitiofis. 

For the purpose of this subpart: 

(a) Except as provided below, the gen- 
Arfil definitions, abbreviations and 
methods of anayisls set forth in 40 CFR 
Part 401 shall apply to this subpart. 

(b) The term "fiber*’ shaU mean the 
dry wool and other fibers as received at 
the wool mill for processing into wool 

and blended products. 

(c) The term "color” shall mean that 
color as measured by the tristimulus 
method as described in "Standard 
Methods for the Examination of Water 
and Wastewater” (13th Edition). 

(d) The term "commission finishing” 
shall mean the finishing of textile mate¬ 
rials, 50 percent or more of which are 
owned by others, in mills that are 51 
percent or more independent (l.e., only 
a minority ownership by company(ies) 
with greige or integrated operations): 
the mills must process 20 percent or more 
of their commissioned production 
through batch, non-continuous process¬ 
ing operation with 50 percent or more of 
their commissioned orders processed in 
5,000-yards or smaller lots. 

§410.22 Effluent limitutioiH* guidelines 
representing the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available. 

In establishing the limitations set 
forth in this section, EPA took into ac¬ 
count all information it was able to col¬ 
lect, develop and solicit with respect to 
factors (such as age and size of plant, 
raw materials, manufacturing processes, 
products produced, treatment technology 
available, energy requirements and 
costs) which can affect the industry sub¬ 
categorization and effluent levels estab¬ 
lished. It is, however, possible that data 
which would affect these limitations have 
not been available and, as a result, these 
limitations should be adjusted for cer¬ 
tain plants in this industry. An individ¬ 
ual discharger or other interested person 
may submit evidence to the Regional 
Administrator (or to the State, if the 
State has the authority to issue NPDES 
permits) that factors relating to the 
equipment or facilities involved, the 
process applied, or other such factors 
related to such discharger are funda¬ 
mentally different from the factors con¬ 
sidered in the establishment of the 
guidelines. On the basis of 6uch evidence 
or other available information, the Re¬ 
gional Administrator (or the State) will 
nmke a written finding that such factors 
we or are not fundamentally different 
for that facility compared to ih pgfr speci¬ 


fied in the Development Document. If 
such fundamentally different factors are 
found to exist, the Regional Adminis¬ 
trator or the State shall establish for 
the discharger effluent limitations in the 
NPDES permit either more or less strin¬ 
gent than the limitations established 
herein, to the extent dictated by such 
fundamentally different factors. Such 
limitations must be approved by the Ad¬ 
ministrator of the Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency. The Administrator may 
approve or disapprove such limitations, 
specify other limitations, or initiate pro¬ 
ceedings to revise these regulations. 

(a) The following limitations estab¬ 
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants 
or pollutant properties, controlled by this 
section, which may be discharged by a 
point source subject to the provisions of 
this subpart after application of the best 
practicable control technology currently 
available: 


Effluent limitations 


Effluent 

characteristic 


Average of daily 
Maximum for values for thirty 
any ouo day consecutive days 
shall not oxoeod 


(Metric twits) leg/kkg of product 


BOD#_ 

T88.. 

22.1_ 

35.2.. 

It 2 
17.6 

COD_ 

163.0.— 

81.5 

Total Chromium... 

0.14.. 

<X07 

Phenol______ 

0.14. 

0.07 

Sulllde__ 

0.28.. 

a 14 

pH_ 

Within tiie _ 



range fl.O to 

8.0. 



(English units) lb/1000 lb of product 


BOD# 

22.A . 

it.* 

T88 _ 

35.2.. 

17.6 

COD. 

163.0. 

81.5 

Total Chromium.. . 

0.14. 

0.07 

Phenol. 

0.14... 

a 07 

Brill id o. 

0.28. 

a 14 

nH . 

Within the _ 



range 6.0 to 



0.0. 



Effluent limitations 

Effluent 

eharaotoristto 

Average of dally 
Maximum for values for thirty 
any one day consecutive days 
shall not exceed 

(Metric units) kg/Weg of product 

BOD#_—_ 

9.2.. 4.6 

T88.. 

6.0_ 2. 5 

COD... 

Total Chromium... 

Phenol__ 

Bulfida.. 

Color 

64.2.. 27.1 

0.05.— 0.025 

0.05.- 0025 

0.10_ o. (* 

Shall not exceed - - -* 

Fecal Co h form. -— 

600 APHA 
units. 

Mi’N shall not --=a 

exceed 400 
count* per 180 
ml. 

U’ithin llut •--—-• - - =3 

range 64) to 

9.0. 


(English units) lb/1000 lb of product 


T88. 


.. 0.2 -- 

A6 

.. 6.0. 

1< 

.. 64.2.- 

27.1 

.. 0.05_ 

0.026 

.. 0.05-- 

0.026 

.. 0.10. 

0.06 

.. Shall not exceed — 



Color_ 

600 APHA 
units. 

Tecol Collform.MPN shall not -- 

oxceed 400 
counts per 100 
ml. 

pH___With the range — 

6.0 to 0.0. 


(b) Additional allocations equal to the 
effluent limitations (except pH) estab¬ 
lished in paragraph (a) of this section 
are allowed any point source subject to 
such effluent limitations that finishes 
wool or blended wool fabrics through 
"commission finishing” as defined above. 

§ 410.24 rRcservwlJ 

§ 110.25 Standard* of performance fur 
nee sourer*. 

The following standards of perform¬ 
ance establish the quantity or quality 
of pollutants or pollutant properties, con¬ 
trolled by this section, which may be 
discharged by a new source subject to 
the provisions of this subpart: 


(b) Additional allocations equal to the 
effluent limitations (except pH) estab¬ 
lished in paragraph (a) of this section 
are allowed any point source subject to 
such effluent limitations that finishes 
wool or blended wool fabrics through 
"commission finishing” as defined above. 

§ 410.23 Effluent limitation* guideline** 
representing the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best available technology 
economically achievable. 

(a) The following limitations establish 
the quantity or quality of pollutants or 
pollutant properties, controlled by this 
section, which may be discharged by a 
point source subject to the provisions of 
this subpart after application of the 
best available technology economically 
achievable: 


Eflliiftiit limitation* 


Effluent 

characteristic 


Average of dally 
Maximum for values for thirty 
any oue day consecutive days 
shall not exud'd 


(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


BOD#.. 22. A. 11-2 

T88_. 22. A,.. 11.2 

COD.163.0. 81. 5 

Total Chromium... 0.14- 0.07 

Phenol_..._ 0.14-...-......; 0.07 

SulMfi. a 28.. 0.14 

pH..... v .Within the 

range 6.0 to 

0 . 0 . 

(English unit*) lh/1000 n» of product 


bod#_ 

22.4-... 

1L* 

TSS . _ 

22. A-. . 

11.2 

COD 

163.0.. 

81. S 

Total Chromium... 

0.14.. 

0.07 

Phenol_ 

0.14.— 

0.07 

Sulfide_... 

pH. - 

0.28. 

Within the 
range 6.0 to 

9.0. 

a 14 
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(b) Additional allocations equal to the 
standards of performance (except pH) 
established in paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion are allowed any point source subject 
to such effluent limitations that finishes 
wool or blended wool fabrics through 
“commission finishing” as defined above. 

§ 410.26 Presentment standards for new 
sources. 

The pretreatment standards under 
section 307(c) of the Act for a source 
within the wool finishing subcategory, 
which is a user of a publicly owned treat¬ 
ment works (and which would be a new 
source subject to section 306 of the Act, 
if it were to discharge pollutants to the 
navigable waters), shall be the standard 
set forth in 40 CFR Part 128, except 
that, for the purpose of this section, 40 
CFR 128.133 shall be amended to read 
as follows: 

In addl tlon the prohibitions set forth 
in 40 CFR 128.131, the pretreatment standard 
for incompatible pollutants introduced into 
a publicly owned treatment works shall be 
the standard of performance for new sources 
specified In 40 CFR 410.25; provided that, if 
the publicly owned treatment works which 
receives the pollutants Is committed, in its 
NPDES permit, to remove a specified per¬ 
centage of any incompatible pollutant, the 
pretreatment standard applicable to users of 
such treatment works shall, except in the 
case of standards providing for no discharge 
of pollutants, be correspondingly reduced in 
stringency for that pollutant. 

Subpart C—Dry Processing Subcategory 

§ 410.30 Applicability; description of 
the dry processing subcategory. 

The provisions of this subpart are ap¬ 
plicable to process waste water dis¬ 
charges resulting from the following 
types of textile mills: Yam manufacture, 
yarn texturizing, unfinished fabric man¬ 
ufacture, fabric coating, fabric laminat¬ 
ing, tire cord and fabric dipping, and car¬ 
pet tufting and carpet backing. Rubber¬ 
ized or rubber coated fabrics regulated 
by 40 CFR Part 428 are specifically 
excluded. 

§ 410.31 Specialized definition*. 

For the purpose of this subpart: 

(a) Except as provided below, the gen¬ 
eral definitions, abbreviations and meth¬ 
ods of analysis set forth in 40 CFR Part 
401 shall apply to this subpart. 

(b) The term “product” shall mean 
the final material produced or processed 
by the mill. 

§ 410.32 Effluent limitation* guidelines 
representing the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available. 

In establishing the limitations set forth 
in this section, EPA took into account all 
information it was able to collect, de¬ 
velop and solicit wtih respect to factors 
(such as age and size of plant, raw ma¬ 
terials, manufacturing processes, prod¬ 
ucts produced, treatment technology 
available, energy requirements and costs) 
which can affect the industry subcate¬ 
gorization and effluent levels established. 
It is, however, passible that data which 
would affect these limitations have not 
been available and, as a result, these 
limitations should be adjusted for cer¬ 
tain plants in this industry. An individual 
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discharger or other interested person 
may submit evidence to the Regional 
Administrator (or to the State, if the 
State has the authority to issue NPDES 
permits) that factors relating to the 
equipment or facilities involved, the 
process applied, or other such factors re¬ 
lated. to such discharger are fundamen¬ 
tally different from the factors con¬ 
sidered in the establishment of the guide¬ 
lines. On the basis of such evidence or 
other available information, the Re¬ 
gional Administrator (or the State) will 
make a written finding that such factors 
are or are not fundamentally different 
for that facility compared to those speci¬ 
fied in the Development Document. If 
such fundamentally different factors are 
found to exist, the Regional Administra¬ 
tor or the State shall establish for the 
discharger effluent limitations in the 
NPDES permit either more or less strin¬ 
gent than the limitations established 
herein, to the extent dictated by such 
fundamentally different factors. Such 
limitations must be approved by the Ad¬ 
ministrator of the Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency. The Administrator may 
approve or disapprove such limitations, 
specify other limitations, or initiate pro¬ 
ceedings to revise these regulations. The 
following limitations establish the quan¬ 
tity or quality of pollutants or pollutant 
properties, controlled by this section, 
which may be discharged by a point 
source subject to the provisions of this 
subpart after application of the best 
practicable control technology currently 
available: 



Effluent limitations 

Effluent 

characteristic' 

Maximum for 
any one day 

Average of dally 
values for thirty 
consecutive days 
shall not exceed 

(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 

BOD5.. . 


a 7 

TSS. 

COD. 

Fecal Collfonn. 

i>n.. 

1.4. 

2.8. 

MPN shall not 
exceed 400 
counts per 

100 ml. 

Within the 
range 6.0 to 
0.0. 

0.7 

1.4 

(English units) lb/1000 lb of product 

BOD5. 

1.4 . 

0.7 

0.7 

1.4 

TSS... 

COD. 

1.4. 

2.8 . 

Fecal Colifonn. 

pH . 

MPN shall not 
exceed 400 
counts per 

100 ml. 

Within the 


range 6.0 to 
9.0. 



§ 410.33 Effluent limitations guidelines 
representing the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best available technology 
economically achievable. 

The following limitations establish the 
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol¬ 
lutant properties, controlled by this sec¬ 
tion, which may be discharged by a point 
source subject to the provisions of 
this subpart after application of the 
best available technology economically 
achievable: 



Effluent limitations 

Effluent 

characteristic 

Maximum for 

any one day consecutive days 
shaJl not eice^j 

(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


BOD5_ 
TSS. 

—.0.4. 

.0.4. 

62 

62 

64 

COD.... 

.0.8_ 

Fecal Colifonn.MPN shall not 

I»H. 

exceed 400 
counts per 

100 ml. 

.Within the 



range 0.0 to 

9.0. 


(English units) lb/1000 lb of product 


BOD5. 


A *1 

TS8.. 

COD. 

0.4. 

0.8. 

IW 

62 

64 

Fecal Coli form. 

MPN shall not .. 

PII.. 

exceed 400 
counts per 

100 ml. 


Within the 



range 6.0 to 

9.0. 



§ 410.34 f Reserved] 


§ 410.35 .Standard* of performance for 
new sources. 

The following standards of perform¬ 
ance establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties, con¬ 
trolled by this section, which may be 
discharged by a new source subject to 
the provisions of this subpart: 



Effluent limitations 


Effluent 

characteristic 

Maximum for 
any one day 

Average of daily 
values for thirty 
consecutive days 
shall not exceed 

(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 

BOD5._. 

. 1.4... 


67 

TSS. 

COD. 

Focal Coliiorm.. . 

dH 

. 2.8. 

. MPN shall not 
exceed 400 
counts per 

100 ml. 

Within the 


a7 

u 

range 6.0 to 

9.0. 


(English units) 11>/J000 lb of product 


BOD£. 


67 

TSS. 


67 

COD.. 

.... 2,8. 

2.4 

Focal Coiiforra 

MPN shall not .. 



exceed 400 
counts per 

100 ml. 


pH . 



range 6.0 to 

9.0. 




§ 410.36 Pretreatmcnt standards for »<“* 
sources. 

The pretreatment standards under 
section 307(c) of the Act for a source 
within the dry processing subcategory, 
which is a user of a publicly owned 
treatment works (and which would be a 
new source subject to section 306 of the 
Act, if it were to discharge pollutants to 
the navigable waters), shall be the stand¬ 
ard set forth in 40 CFR Part 128, except 
that, for the purpose of this section, 40 
CFR 128.133 shall be amended to read as 
follows: 
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Tn addition to the prohibitions set forth in 
JcVR 128 131. the pretreament standard for 
mrnnvDatible pollutants Introduced Into a 
nuSy owned treatment works shall be the 
p1 25Xi of Derformance for new sources 
s^ffled in 4 (TcFB 410.35; provided that If 
thp mibllcly owned treatment works which 
Reives the pollutants Is committed in Its 
vpDES permit to remove a specified per¬ 
centage of any Incompatible pollutant, the 
nretrcatment standard applicable to users of 
[Zh treatment works shall, except in the 
case of standards providing for no discharge 
of pollutants, be correspondingly reduced in 
stringency for that pollutant. 

Subpart D—Woven Fabric Finishing 
Subcategory 


§ 110.10 Applicability; description of 
8 the woven fabric finishing subcate- 
gory. 

The provisions of this subpart are ap¬ 
plicable to process waste water dis¬ 
charges resulting from the following 
types of textile mills; Woven fabric fin¬ 
ishers. which may include any or all of 
the following unit operations: Desizing, 
bleaching, mercerizing, dyeing, printing, 
resin treatment, water proofing, flame 
proofing, soil repellency application and 
a special finish application. 


§410.41 Specialized definition*. 

For the purpose of this subpart: 

(a) Except as provided below, the gen¬ 
eral definitions, abbreviations and meth¬ 
ods of analysis set forth In 40 CFR Part 
401 shall apply to this subpart. 

(b) The term “product" shall mean 
the final material produced or processed 
by the mill. 

(c) The term “color" shall mean that 
color as measured by the tristimulus 
method as described in “Standard Meth- 
Wastewater" (13th Edition). 

ods for the Examination of Water and 

(d) The term "simple manufacturing 
operation" shall mean all the following 
unit processes: Desizing, fiber prepara¬ 
tion and dyeing. 

(e) The term "complex manufactur¬ 
ing operation" shall m*»an "simole" unit 
processes (desizing, fiber preparation 
and dyeing) plus any additional manu¬ 
facturing operations such as printing, 
water proofing, or applying stain resist¬ 
ance or other functional fabric finishes. 

(f) The term "commission finishing" 
shall mean the finishing of textile mate¬ 
rials. 50 percent or more of which are 
owned by others, in mills that are 51 
percent or more independent (i.e. only 
a minority ownership by company (ies) 
with greige or integrated operations); 
the mills must process 20 percent or more 
of their commissioned production 
through batch, non-continuous process¬ 
ing operations, with 50 percent or more 
of their commissioned orders processed 
In 5.000 -yard or smaller lots. 

§110.12 Effluent limitations guidelines 
representing the degree of effluent, 
reduction attainable by the appli¬ 
cation of the best practicable con¬ 
trol technology currently available. 

In establishing the limitations set forth 
hi this section, EPA took into account all 
information it was able to collect, develop 
and solicit with respect to factors (such 
** age and size of plant, raw materials, 
manufacturing processes, products pro¬ 
duced, treatment technology available. 
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energy requirements and costs) which 
can affect the industry subcategorization 
and effluent levels established. It is, how¬ 
ever. possible that data which would af¬ 
fect these limitations have not been 
available and, as a result, these limita¬ 
tions should be adjusted for certain 
plants In this industry. An individual 
discharger or other interested person 
may submit evidence to the Regional Ad¬ 
ministrator (or to the State, if the State 
has the authority to issue NPDES per¬ 
mits) that factors relating to the equip¬ 
ment or facilities involved, the process 
applied, or other such factors related to 
such discharger are fundamentally dif¬ 
ferent from the factors considered in 
the establishment of the guidelines. On 
the basis of such evidence or other avail¬ 
able information, the Regional Adminis¬ 
trator (or the State) will make a written 
finding that such factors are or are not 
fundamentally different for that facility 
compared to those specified in the De¬ 
velopment Document. If such fundamen¬ 
tally different factors are found to exist, 
the Regional Administrator or the State 
shall establish for the discharger effluent 
limitations in the NPDES permit either 
more or less stringent than the limita¬ 
tions established herein, to the extent 
dictated by such fundamentally different 
factors. Such limitations must be ap¬ 
proved by the Administrator of the En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency. The Ad¬ 
ministrator may approve or disapprove 
such limitations, specify other limita¬ 
tions, or initiate proceedings to revise 
these regulations. 

(a) Except as provided in paragraph 
(e) of this section the following limita¬ 
tions establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties, con¬ 
trolled by this section and attributable 
to the finishing of woven fabrics through 
simple or complex manufacturing oper¬ 
ations employing a natural fiber, a syn- 


(b) Except as provided in paragraph 
(e> of this section, the following limita¬ 
tions establish the quantity or quality 
of pollutants or pollutant properties, con¬ 
trolled by this section and attributable to 
the finishing of woven fabrics through 
simple manufacturing operations em¬ 
ploying a synthetic fiber or complex 
manufacturing operations employing a 
natural fiber, which may be discharged 
by a point source subject to the provi¬ 
sions of this subpart, in addition to the 
discharge allowed by paragraph (a) of 
this section. ___ 

Effluent limitations 

Effluent Average of daily 

characteristic Maximum for values for thirty 
any one day consecutive days 
shall not exceed 

(Metric units ) kg/kkg of product _ 

COD.20. 10 

(English units) lh/1000 lb of product 

COD ..30. 10 

(c) Except as provided in paragraph 
'(e) of tills section, the following limita¬ 
tions establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties, con¬ 
trolled by this section and attributable 
to the finishing of woven fabrics through 
simple manufacturing operations em¬ 
ploying a natural and synthetic fiber 
blend or through complex manufactur¬ 
ing operations employing a synthetic 
fiber, which may be discharged by a 
point source subject to the provisions of 
this subpart, in addition to the discharge 
allowed by paragraph (a) of this section. 



Effluent limitations 

Effluent 

characteristic 

Maximum for 
any ono day 

Average of daily 
values for thirty 
consecutive days 
shall not exceed 

(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


cod.40.. 30 


thetic fiber or a natural and synthetic 
fiber blend, which may be discharged 
by a point source subject to the provi¬ 
sions of this subpart after application of 
the best practicable control technology 
currently available: 


Effluent limitations 


E ffluent . Average ofdnily 

characteristic Maximum for values for thirty 
any one day consecutive days 
shall not exceed 


(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


BOD5. 

TS9. 

COD. 

Total Chromium... 

Phenol. 

Sulfide.. 

pH.. 


3.3 

8. 9 
3a u 

a os 

0.05 

a io 

Within the .. 

range 0.0 to 
9 . 0 . 


17.8.- 

00.0. 

0.10 . 

0.10. 

0.20 


(English units) lb/1000 lb of product 


BOD5. 

TS9. 

COD. 

Total Chromium... 

Phenol..... 

Sul tide. 

PH. 


6.6 . 

17.8. 

co.o. 

0.10. 

0.10. 

0.20. 

Within the 
range 6.0 to 
9 . 0 . 


a 3 

8.9 
90.0 
a 05 

aos 
a io 


(English units) lb/1000 lb of product 


COD.40. 


20 


<d) Except as provided In paragraph 
(e) of this section, the following limita¬ 
tions establish the quantity or quality 
of pollutants or pollutant properties, con¬ 
trolled by this section and attributable 
to the finishing of woven fabrics through 
complex manufacturing operations em¬ 
ploying a natural and synthetic fiber 
blend, which may be discharged by a 
point source subject to the provisions of 
this subpart, in addition to the discharge 
allowed by paragraph (a) of this subpart. 


Effluent limitations 

Effluent Average of dally 

characteristic Maximum for values for thirty 
any one day consecutive days 
shall not exceed 


(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


COD.60. 


(English units) lb/100 lb of product 


COD.60. 
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(e) Additional allocations equal to the 
effluent limitations (except pH) estab¬ 
lished in paragraphs (a), (b>, (c) and 

(d) of this section are allowed any point 
source subject to such effluent limitations 
that finishes woven fabrics through 
“commission finishing” as defined above. 

§ 110.13 Efllucnt limitations guidelines 
representing the degree of efllucnt 
reduction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best available technology 
economically achievable. 

(a) Except as provided in paragraph 

(e) of this section, the following limita¬ 
tions establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties, con¬ 
trolled by this section and attributable 
to the finishing of woven fabrics through 
simple or a complex manufacturing op¬ 
erations employing a natural fiber, a syn¬ 
thetic and fiber or natural synthetic fiber 
blend which may be discharged by a 
point source subject to the provisions of 
this subpart after application of the 
best available technology economically 
achievable. 



Effluent limitations 

Effluent 

characteristic 

Maximum for 
any one day 

Average of daily 
values for thirty 
consecutive days 
shall not exceed 

(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


BOD3_ t i a t 

4.4. 

2.2 

1.6 

10.0 

0.05 

a 06 
0.10 

T88. 

con. 

Total Chromium... 

Phenol. 

Sulfide. 

8.0. 

20.0. . 

0.10. 

0.10. 

0.20. 

Color. 

Shall not ex* 

Focal Collfonn. 

ceed 300 

A PH A uults. 

MPN shall not .. 

exceed 400 
counts per 
per 100 mL 


pH.. 

Within the 


range 6.0 to 

9.0. 


(English units) lb/1000 lb of product 

BOD5_. 

TSS. 

4.4.. 

2.2 

1.6 

10.0 

0.05 

0.05 

a io 

COD... 

20.0. 

Total Chromium... 
Phenol... 

0.10. 

0.10. 

Sulfide. 

0.20. 

Color. 

Shall not ex- 

Fecal Colifbrm. 

eeed 300 

APHA units. 

MPN shall not ... 


pH . 

exceed 400 
counts per 100 
mL 

W'lthln the 


range 6X1 to 

9.0. 


(b) Except as provided in paragraph 
(e) of this section, the following limita¬ 
tions establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties, con¬ 
trolled by this section and attributable 
to the finishing of woven fabrics through 
simple manufacturing operations em¬ 
ploying a synthetic fiber or through com¬ 
plex manufacturing operations employ¬ 
ing a natural fiber, which may be dis¬ 
charged by a point source subject to the 
provisions of this subpart, in addition to 
the discharge allowed by paragraph (a) 
of this section. 



Effluent limitations 

Effluent 

characteristic 

Maximum for 
any one day 

Average of daily 
values for thirty 
consecutive days 
shall not exceed 

(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 

COD. 

6.6. 

8.3 

(English units) lb/1000 !b of product 

COD_ 

8.6_ 

3.3 




<c) Except as provided in paragraph 
(e) of this section, the following limita¬ 
tions establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties, con¬ 
trolled by this section and attributable 
to the finishing of woven fabrics through 
simple manufacturing operations em¬ 
ploying a natural and synthetic fiber 
blend or through complex manufacturing 
operations employing a synthetic fiber, 
which may be discharged by a point 
source subject to the provisions of this 
subpart, in addition to the discharge 
allowed by paragraph (a) of this section. 


Effluent limitations 


Effluent Average of daily 

characteristic Maximum for values for thirty 
any one day consecutive days 
shall not exceed 


(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


COD.1S.4. 


7 


(English units) lb/1000 lb of product 


COD_.. 13.4. 


(d) Except as provided in paragraph 
(e) of this section, the following limita¬ 
tions establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties, con¬ 
trolled by this section and attributable to 
the finishing of woven fabrics through 
complex manufacturing operations em¬ 
ploying a natural and synthetic fiber 
blend, which may be discharged by a 
point source subject to the provisions of 
this subpart, in addition to the discharge 
allowed by paragraph (a) of this subpart. 


Effluent limitations 


Effluent Average of daily 

characteristic Maximum for values for thirty 
any ouo day consocmlve days 
shall not exceed 


§410.44 r IWrvedl 

§ 410.45 Standard* of performance f OP 
new source*. 


<a) Except as provided in paragraoh 
(e) of this section, the following stand¬ 
ards of performance establish the quan¬ 
tity or quality of pollutants or pollutant 
properties, controlled by this section and 
attributable to the finishing of woven 
fabrics through simple or complex manu¬ 
facturing operations employing a natural 
fiber, a synthetic fiber or a natural and 
synthetic fiber blend, which may be dis¬ 
charged by a new point source subject to 
the provisions of this subpart. 

Effluent limitation* 


Effluent 

characteristic Maximum fur 
any one day 


Average of daily 
values for thirty 
consecutive days 

shall not exceed 


(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


BOD5 . 

6.6_ 

TS8^.. 

6.6.. 


60.0. 

Total Chromium... 

0.10. 

Phenol.. 

0.10. 

Sulfide. 

0.20. 

PH. 

Within the 


2.3 

2.1 

30.0 

0.(8 

0.06 

aw 


range 0.0 to 
0 . 0 . 


(English unite) lb/1000 ib of prodtn t 


BOD4. 

T8S. 

COD. 

Total Chromium 

Phenol..... 

Sulfide__ 

PU.~. 


— 0.0 . 

... «.«.. 

_ 00.0 . 

_ aio.. 

_ 0.10 . 

.. 0.20 

... Within the. 

range 0.0 to 
9 . 0 . 


3.3 

3.3 

200 

0.06 

0.05 

a M 


<b) Except as provided in paragraph 
(e) of this section, the following stand¬ 
ards of performance establish the quan¬ 
tity or quality of pollutants or pollutant 
properties, controlled by this section and 
attributable to the finishing of woven 
fabrics through simple manufacturing 
operations employing a synthetic fiber or 
through complex manufacturing opera¬ 
tions employing a natural fiber, which 
may be discharged by a point source sub¬ 
ject to the provisions of this subpart, in 
addition to the discharge allowed by 
paragraph (a) of this sectio n. _ 

Effluent limitations_ 

Effluent Average of dully 

characteristic Maximum for values for thirty 
any one day consecutive days 
_shal l not exceed 

_( Metric units) kg /kk g of produc t 

COD-30... » 


(English units) lb/1000 lb of product 


COD.. 20.. 10 


(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 

COD-20... io 

(English units) lb/1000 lb of product 
COD..20. io 


(e) Additional allocations equal to the 
effluent limitations (except pH) estab¬ 
lished in paragraphs (a), (b), (c) and 
(d) of this section are allowed any point 
source subject to such effluent limitations 
that finishes woven fabrics through 
“commission finishing” as defined above. 


(c) Except as provided in paragraph 
(e) of this section, the following stand¬ 
ards of performance establish the quan¬ 
tity or quality of pollutants or pollutant 
properties, controlled by this section and 
attributable to the finishing of woven 
fabrics through simple manufacturing 
operations employing a natural and syn¬ 
thetic fiber blend or through complex 
maufacturing operations employing Jj 
synthetic fiber, which may be discharged 
by a point source subject to the provi¬ 
sions of this subpart, in addition to the 
discharge allowed by paragraph (a) 
this section. 
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Effluent 

characteristic 


Effluent limitations 


Avornge of dally 
Maximum for values for thirty 
uny one day consecutive days 
shall not excood 


(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 



(English units) lb/1000 lb of product 



(d) Except as provided in paragraph 

(e) of this section, the foUowing stand¬ 
ards of performance establish the quan¬ 
tity or quality of pollutants or pollutant 
properties, controlled by this section and 
attributable to the finishing of woven 
fabrics through complex manufacturing 
operations employing a natural and syn¬ 
thetic fiber blend, which may be dis¬ 
charged by a point source subject to the 
provisions of this subpart, in addition 
to the discharge allowed by paragraph 
(a) of this subpart. 


Effluent limitations 


Effluent Average of daily 

characteristic Maximum for values for thirty 
any ono day consecutive days 
shall not exceed 


(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


COD..60.. 30 


(English units) lb/1000 lb of product 


COD..00. 30 


(e) Additional allocations equal to the 
standards of performance (except pH) 
established in paragraphs (a), (b), (c) 

and (d) of this section are allowed any 

point source subject to such standards 
of performance that finishes woven 
fabrics through “commission finishing” 
as defined above. 

§ 110. M» Prctreatracnl standard* for new 

sources. 

Tlie pretreatment standards under 
section 307(c) of the Act for a source 
within the woven fabric finishing sub¬ 
category, which is a user of a publicly 
owned treatment works (and which 
would be a new source subject to section 
306 of the Act, if it were to discharge 
pollutants to the navigable waters), 
shall be the standard set forth in 40 CFR 
Part 128, except that, for the purpose of 
this section, 40 CFR 128.133 shaU be 
amended to read as follows: 

In addition to the prohibitions set forth 
In 40 CFR 128.131, the pretreatment stand¬ 
ard for incompatible pollutants Introduced 
into a publicly owned treatment works shall 

** standard of performance for new 
sources specified In 40 CFR 410.45; provided 
the publicly owned treatment works 
nlch receives the pollutants Is committed, 
its NPDES permit, to remove a specified 
percentage of any Incompatible pollutant, 
e pretreatment standard applicable to 
users of such treatment works shall, except 


In the case of standards providing for no 
discharge of pollutants, be correspondingly 
reduced In stringency for that pollutant. 

Subpart E—Knit Fabric Finishing 
Subcategory 

§410.50 Applicability; description of 
the knit fabric finishing subcategory. 

The provisions of this subpart are 
applicable to process waste water dis¬ 
charges resulting from the following 
types of textile mills: Knit fabric fin¬ 
ishers, which may include any or all of 
the following unit operations: Bleach¬ 
ing, mercerizing, dyeing, printing, resin 
treatment, water proofing, flame proof¬ 
ing, soil repellency application and 
application of special finishes. 

§ 410.51 Specialized definitions. 

For the purpose of this subpart: 

(a) Except as provided below, the gen¬ 
eral definitions, abbreviations and 
methods of analysis set forth in 40 CFR 
Part 401 shall apply to this subpart. 

(b) The term “product* * * § ** ’ shall mean 
the final material produced or processed 
by the mill. 

(c) The term “color” shall mean that 
color as measured by the tristimulus 
method as described in “Standard 
Methods for the Examination of Water 
and Wastewater” (13th Edition). 

(d) The term “simple manufacturing 
operation’* shall mean all the following 
unit processes: Desizing, fiber prepara¬ 
tion and dyeing. 

(e) The term “complex manufactur¬ 
ing operation” shall mean “simple” unit 
processes (desizing, fiber preparation 
and dyeing) plus any additional manu¬ 
facturing operations such as printing 
applying water proofing, stain resistance 
or other functional fabric finishes. 

(f) Tlie term “commission finishing” 
shall mean the finishng of textile mate¬ 
rials, 50 percent or more of which are 
owned by others. In mills that are 51 
percent or more independent (i.e. only 
a minority ownership by company (ies) 
with greige or integrated operations); 
the mills must process 20 percent or 
more of their commissioned production 
through batch, non-continuous process¬ 
ing operations, with 50 percent or more 
of their commissioned orders processed 
in 5.000-yard or smaller lots. 

§ 410.52 Effluent 'limitation* guidelines 
representing the degree of diluent 
reduction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available. 

In establishing the limitations set forth 
in this section, EPA took into account all 
information it was able to collect, develop 
and solicit with respect to factors (such 
as age and size of plant, raw materials, 
manufacturing processes, products pro¬ 
duced. treatment technology available, 
energy requirements and costs) which 
can affect the industry subcategoriza¬ 
tion and effluent levels established. It is, 
however, possible that data which would 
affect these limitations have not been 
available and, as a result, these limita¬ 
tions should be adjusted for certain 
plants In this industry. An individual 


discharger or other Interested person may 
submit evidence to the Regional Ad¬ 
ministrator (or to the State, if the State 
has the authority to issue NPDES per¬ 
mits) that factors relating to the equip¬ 
ment or facilities involved, the process 
applied, or other such factors related to 
such discharger are fundamentally dif¬ 
ferent from the factors considered in the 
establishment of the guidelines. On the 
basis of such evidence or other available 
information, the Regional Administrator 
(or the State) will make a written find¬ 
ing that such factors are or are not 
fundamentally different for that facility 
compared to those specified in the De¬ 
velopment Document. If such funda¬ 
mentally different factors are found to 
exist, the Regional Administrator or the 
State shall establish for the discharger 
effluent limitations in the NPDES permit 
either more or less stringent than the 
limitations established herein, to the ex¬ 
tent dictated by such fundamentally 
different factors. Such limitations must 
be approved by the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency. The 
Administrator may approve or disap¬ 
prove such limitations, specify other 
limitations, or initiate proceedings to re¬ 
vise these regulations. 

(a) Except as provided in paragraph 
(d) of this section, the following limita¬ 
tions establish the quantity or quality 
of pollutants or pollutant properties, con¬ 
trolled by this section and attributable 
to the finishing of knit fabrics through 
simple or complex manufacturing oper¬ 
ations employing a synthetic fiber or a 
natural and synthetic fiber blend, which 
may be discharged by a point source sub¬ 
ject to the provisions of this subpart 
after application of the best practicable 
control technology currently available. 


Effluent limitations 


Effluont Average of dally 

characteristic Maximum for values for thirty 
any one day consecutive days 
shall not exceed 


(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


nrmx 

5.0.. 

2.5 

TSS . 

21.8. 

10.1* 

COO 

00.0. 

30.0 

Total Chromium... 
Phenol............. 

0.10. 

0.10 . 

0.05 
0.05 

Sulfide. 

i 

0.20. 

0 . 1(1 

Within the 


range 6.0 to 

0 . 0 . 


(English units) lb/1000 lb of product 


BOl>5_ _ 

5.0. 

2.5 

TSS 

21.8. 

10.0 

COD 

COO.— 

30.0 

Total Chromium... 
Phenol _ 

0.10. 

0.10. 

0.05 
0 . ft'» 

Sulfide.....— 

nil 

0.20. 

Within the . 

0.10 

range 6.0 to 

0 . 0 . 


(b) Except as provided in paragraph 
(d) of this section, the following limita¬ 
tions establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties, con¬ 
trolled by this section and attributable 
to the finishing of knit fabrics through 
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simple manufacturing operations em¬ 
ploying a natural and synthetic fiber 
blend or through complex manufacturing 
operations employing a synthetic fiber, 
which may be discharged by a point 


Effluent limitations 


Effluent 

characteristic 


Maximum lor 
any one day 


Average of daily 
values lor thirty 
consecutive days 
shall not exceed 


Effluent limitations 


characteristic Maslmum tor 

any one day consecutive^, 


subpart, in addition to the discharge 
allowed by paragraph (a) of this section. 

(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 



Effluent limitations 

BOD5 . 

T88.. 

3.4 _ 

8.4 . 

1.7 COD... 

1.7 


67 

Effluent 

characteristic 

Average of dally 
Maximum for values for thirty 

any one day consecutive days 
shall not exceed 

COD . 

Total Chromium... 
Phenol... 

Rill fid#* 

20.0 .. 

0.10_ 

0.10. 

iao - 

a 05 
aos 

(English units) lb/1000 lb of product 

-P 


Color.... 

0.20 . . 

Shall not ex- .. 

ceed 300 

a io 

. COD... 


67 


(Metric units) kg/Ucg of product 


COD..20., 


10 


(English units) lb /1000 lb of product 


COD..20_ 


„ APIfA units. 

Fecal Coliform.MPN shall not .. 

exceed 400 
counts per 100 
_ ml. 

pn.Within the 

range 6.0 to 
9.0. 


(English units) lb /1000 lb of product 


(d) Additional allocations equal to the 
effluent limitations (except pH) estab¬ 
lished in paragraphs (a), <b>. ( C ) and 
<d) of this section are allowed anv point 
source subject to such effluent limitations 
that finishes knit fabrics through “com¬ 
mission finishing” as defined above. 


(c) Except as provided in paragraph 
(d) of this section, the following limita¬ 
tions establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties, con¬ 
trolled by this section and attributable 
to the finishing of knit fabrics through 
complex manufacturing operations em¬ 
ploying a natural and synthetic fiber 
blend, which may be discharged by a 
point source subject to the provisions of 
this subpart, in addition to the dis¬ 
charge allowed by paragraph (a) of this 
subpart. 



Effluent limitations 

Effluent 

characteristic 

_ Average of daily 

Maximum for values for thirty 


any one day consecutive days 
shall not exceed 


(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


COD. 40 

20 

(English units) lb /1000 lb of product 

COD.._40.. 

20 


(d) Additional allocations equal to the 
effluent limitations (except pH) estab¬ 
lished in paragraph (a), <b), and (c) of 
this section are allowed any point source 
subject to such effluent limitations that 
finish knit fabrics through “c unmission 
finishing” as defined above. 

§ 410..>3 Effluent limitation* guidelines 
representing the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by tlie applica¬ 
tion of the best available technology 
economically achievable. 

(a) Except as provided in para graph 
fd) of this section, the following limita¬ 
tions establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties, con¬ 
trolled by this section and attributable 
to the finishing of knit fabrics through 
simple or complex manufacturing opera¬ 
tions employing a synthetic fiber, or a 
natural and synthetic fiber blend, which 
may be discharged by a point source sub¬ 
ject to the provisions of this subpart 
after application of the best available 
technology economically achievable. 


BODJ.. 

T8S.. 

COD._.. 

Total Chromium 
Phenol. 

Sulfide... 

Color. 


Fecal Cull form 


pH. 


... 3.4... 

... 3.4- 

... 20.0 .. 

... 0.10 .. 

... 0.10 _ 

... 0.20 . 

... Shall not ex¬ 
ceed 300 
API!A unit*. 
... MPN shall not 
exceed 400 
counts per 100 
ml. 

_"Within the 

range 6.0 to 

o.a 


1.7 

1.7 

iao 

0.05 

a os 
a io 


<b) Except as provided in paragraph 
(d) of this section, the following limita¬ 
tions establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties, con¬ 
trolled by this section and attributable 
to the finishing of knit fabrics through 
simple manufacturing operations em¬ 
ploying a natural and synthetic fiber 
blend or through complex manufactur¬ 
ing operations employing a synthetic 
fiber, which may be discharged by a point 
source subject to the provisions of this 
subpart, in addition to the discharge al¬ 
lowed by paragraph (a) of this section. 


Effluent limitations 

Effluent Average of dally 

characteristic Maximum for values for thirty 
any one day consecutive days 
shall not exceed 


(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


COD- 6.6. 3.3 


(English units) lb/1000 lb of product 


COD- 6.6 .. s. 3 


(c) Except as provided in paragraph 
(d) of this section, the following limita¬ 
tions establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties, con¬ 
trolled by this section and attributable 
to the finishing of knit fabrics through 
complex manufacturing operations em¬ 
ploying a natural and synthetic fiber 
blend, which may be discharged by a 
point source subject to the provisions 
of this subpart, in addition to the dis¬ 
charge allowed by paragraph (a) of this 
subpart. 


§410.54 [Reserved] 

§410.55 Standards of performance for 
new sources. 


(a) Except as provided in paragraph 
(d) of this section ,the following stand¬ 
ards of performance establish the quan¬ 
tity or quality of pollutants or pollutant 
properties, controlled by this section and 
attributable to the finishing of knit fa¬ 
brics through simple or complex manu¬ 
facturing operations employing a syn¬ 
thetic fiber or a natural and synthetic 
fiber blend, which may be discharged by 
a new point source subject to the pro¬ 
visions of this subpart. 



Effluent UmJtAtioiks 

Effluent 

characteristic 

Maximum for 
any one day 

Average of daily 
values for thirty 
consecutive days 

shall not exceed 

(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


COD. 

«n.o . 

mo 

Total Chromium... 

0.10 .. 

a oft 

Phenol.. 

0.10.. 

auft 

Sulfide. 

0.20. 

a io 


pu.... Within the 


range 6.0 to 
9.0. 


(English units) 1 tv 1000 ib of product 


BOD*. .. 

5 JO . 

2.4 

TSS. 

6.0 

lb 

COD. 

60.0. . 

mo 

Total Chromium... 

0.10. 

aw 

Phenol____ 

0.10.. 

(106 

Sulfide.. 

0.20.. 

a io 

pH. 

Within the . 



range 6.0 to 

9.0. 



(b) Except as provided in paragraph 
(d) of this section, the following stand¬ 
ards of performance establish the quan¬ 
tity or quality of pollutants or pollutant 
properties, controlled by this section and 
attributable to the finishing of knit 
fabrics through simple manufacturing 
operations employing a natural and syn¬ 
thetic fiber blend or through complex 
manufacturing operations employing a 
synthetic fiber, which may be discharged 
by a point source subject to the provisions 
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of this subpart, in addition to the dis¬ 
charge allowed by paragraph (a) of this 
section. 


Effluent limitations 


Effluent 

characteristic 


Average of dally 
Maximum for values for thirty 
any one day consecutive day* 
shall not exceed 


•—■ 

(Metric units) kg/kkg of i>roduct 



._ 20 .. 

10 

COD..- 




(English units) lb/1000 lb of product 


COD... 

_20.. 

10 


(c) Except as provided in paragraph 

(d) of this section, the following stand¬ 
ards of performance establish the quan¬ 
tity or quality of pollutants or pollutant 
properties, controlled by this section and 
attributable to the finishing of knit fab¬ 
rics through complex manufacturing op¬ 
erations employing a natural and syn¬ 
thetic fiber blend, which may be dis : 
charged by a point source subject to the 
provisions of this subpart, in addition 
to the discharge allowed by paragraph 
(a> of this subpart. 


Effluent limitations 


Effluent 

duracteristio 


Avoragc of daily 
Maximum for values for thirty 
any oiie day consecutive days 
shall not exceed 


(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


COD.. 


. 40_ 


20 


(English units) lb/1000 !b of product 


COD.....40. 


20 


<d) Additional allocations equal to the 
standards of performance (except pH) 
established in paragraph (a). (b) and (c) 
erf this section are allowed any point 
source subject to such standards of per¬ 
formance that finishes knit fabrics 
through “commission finishing M as de¬ 
fined above. 

§ 110.56 I’rctreatment standards fur new 
sources. 

The pretreatment standards under 
section 307(c) of the Act for a source 
within the knit fabric finishing subcate- 
Bory, which is a user of a publicly owned 
treatment works (and which would be 
a new source subject to section 306 of 
Jhe Act, if it were to discharge pollu¬ 
tants to the navigable waters), shall be 
tne standard set forth in 40 CFR Part 
128, except that, for the purpose of this 
section, 40 CFR 128.133 shall be amended 
to read as follows: 

In addition to the prohibitions eet forth in 
w CFR 128.131, the presentment standard 
to incompatible pollutants introduced Into 
* P u hlicly owned treatment worts shall be 
lhe 8tan <iard of performance for new sources 


specified in 40 CFR 410.55; provided that, if 
the publicly owned treatment works which 
receives the pollutants is committed, in its 
NPDES permit, to remove a specified percent¬ 
age of any incompatible pollutant, the 
pretreatment standard applicable to users of 
such treatment works shall, except in the 
case of standards providing for no discharge 
of pollutants, be correspondingly reduced in 
stringency for that pollutant. 

Subpart F —Carpet Mills Subcategory 

§ 410.60 Applicability; Description of 
the carpet mills subcategory. 

The provisions of this subpart are ap¬ 
plicable to process waste water dis¬ 
charges resulting from the following 
types of textile mills, carpet mills, which 
may include any or all of the following 
unit operations: Bleaching, scouring, 
carbonizing, fulling, dyeing, printing, 
resin treatment, water proofing, flame 
proofing, soil repellency, looping, backing 
with foamed and unfoamed latex and 
jute. Carpet backing without other car¬ 
pet manufacturing operations is included 
in Subpart C. 

§ 410.61 Specialized definitions. 

For the purpose of this subpart: 

(a) Except as provided below, the gen¬ 
eral definitions, abbreviations and m eth- 
ods of analysis set forth in 40 CFR Part 
401 shall apply to this subpart. 

(b) The term “product** shall mean the 
final carpet produced or processed in¬ 
cluding the primary backing but exclud¬ 
ing the secondary backing. 

(c) The term “color** shall mean that 
color as measured by the tristimulus 
method as described in “Standard Meth¬ 
ods for the Examination of Water and 
Wastewater’* (13th Edition). 

(d) The term “simple manufacturing 
operation*’ shall mean the following 
unit processes: fiber preparation and 
dyeing with or without carpet backing. 

(e) The term “complex manufacturing 
operation’* shall mean “simple unit 
processes (fiber preparation, dyeing and 
carpet backing) plus any additional 
manufacturing operations such as print¬ 
ing or dyeing and printing. 

§ 410.62 Effluent limitations guidelines 
representing the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available. 

In establishing the limitations set 
forth in this section, EPA took into ac¬ 
count all information it was able to col¬ 
lect, develop and solicit with respect to 
factors (such as age and size of plant, 
raw materials, manufacturing processes, 
products produced, treatment technology 
available, energy requirements and 
costs) which can affect the industry 
subcategorization and effluent levels es¬ 
tablished. It is, however, possible that 
data which would affect these limitations 
have not been available and, as a result, 
these limitations should be adjusted for 
certain plants in this industry. An in¬ 
dividual discharger or other interested 
person may submit evidence to the Re¬ 
gional Administrator (or to the State, 


If the State has the authority to issue 
NPDES permits) that factors relating to 
the equipment or facilities involved, the 
process applied, or other such factors 
related to such discharger are funda¬ 
mentally different from the factors con¬ 
sidered in the establishment of the 
guidelines. On the basis of such evidence 
or other available information, the Re¬ 
gional Administrator (or the State) will 
make a written finding that such factors 
are or are not fundamentally different 
for that facility compared to those speci¬ 
fied in the Development Document. If 
such fundamentally different factors are 
found to exist, the Regional Administra¬ 
tor or the State shall establish for the 
discharger effluent limitations in the 
NPDES permit either more or less 
stringent than the limitations established 
herein, to the extent dictated by such 
fundamentally different factors. Such 
limitations must be approved by the Ad¬ 
ministrator of the Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency. The Administrator may 
approve or disapprove such limitations, 
specify other limitations, or initiate pro¬ 
ceedings to revise these regulations. 

(a) Tiie following limitations estab¬ 
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants 
or pollutant properties, controlled by 
this section and attributable to the man¬ 
ufacture of carpets through simple or 
complex manufacturing operations, 
which may be discharged by a point 
source subject to the provisions of this 
subpart after application of the best 
practicable control technology currently 
available: 



Effluent limitations 

E (fluent 
characteristic 

Maximum far 
any one day 

Average of daily 
values for thirty 
consecutive days 
shall not exceed 

(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


HOD*.7.8..: 3.9 


COD.— 

70.2... 

36.1 

Total Chromium... 

0.04... 

0.02 

Phenol.._........ 

0.04__ 

0.02 

Sulfide. 

0,08. 

0.01 

•iff 

Within the 



range 6.0 to 



9.0. 




(English units) lb/1000 lb of product 


BOD* 

.. 7.8__; 

3.9 

T88. 

rnn 

.11.0. 

_70.2..-• 

5.5 

35.1 

fthrmnhim_0.04_: 

0.02 

Phenol 

.0.04...j 

0.02 

Sul fido 

.0.08.-. 

0.04 

n n 

Within the ... 


range 6.0 to 


9.0. 


(b) The following limitations estab¬ 
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants 
or pollutant properties, controlled by this 
section and attributable to the manufac¬ 
ture of carpets through complex manu¬ 
facturing operations, which may be dis¬ 
charged by a point source subject to the 
provisions of this subpart, in addition 
to the discharge allowed by paragraph 
(a) of this section. 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Effluent limitations 


Effluent Average of daily 

eharocterist to Maximum fur valno* for thirty 

any one day consecutive days 
shall not exceed 


(Metric unite) kg/kkg or product 


COD. .. 20 . 10 


(English units) lh/1000 lb of product 


COD.20 .. 10 


Effluent limitations 


Effluent Average of daily 

characteristic Maximum for values for thirty 
any one day consecutive days 
shall not exceed 


(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


COD..6.0.. 3.3 


(English units) lh/1000 lb of product 


COD.. 3.3 


§ 410.63 Effluent limitation* guideline 
reprcscnling the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the best available technology 
economically achievable. 

(a) The following limitations establish 
the quantity or quality of pollutants or 
pollutant properties, controlled by this 
section and attributable to the manufac¬ 
ture of carpets through simple or com¬ 
plex manufacturing operations, which 
may be discharged by a point source sub¬ 
ject to the provisions of this subpart after 
application of the best available tech¬ 
nology economically achievable: 


Effluent limitations 


Effluent Average of dally 

charactexist ie Maximum for values for thirty 
any one day consecutive days 
shall not exceed 


(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


BOIM. . 4.0 . ... 

T88. .. 2.0 . 

COD . 29.4 . 

Total Chromium.. . 0.01. 

Phenol . 0.(H . 

Sulfide . 0.08 . 

Color., . Shall not ex¬ 

ceed 225 
A PH A units. 
Fi*cal Coll form.. MPN dial! not 

exceed 400 

counts per 
100 ml. 

pH . Within the 

range 0.0 to 
9.0. 


2.0 
1.0 
11.7 
0.02 
a 02 
0.01 


(English units) lb/1000 lb of product 


BOD*... 

4.0. 

2.0 

T88. 

2.0. 

1.0 

COD. 

23.4.. 

11.7 

Total Chromium.,. 

0.04. 

0.02 

Phenol.. 

o.ot. 

0.02 

8,Ufide. 

0.08. 

0 .04 

Color. 

Shall not ex¬ 
ceed 22S 

A PH A units. 


Fecal Coliforiu. 

MPN shall not 
exceed 400 
counts per 

100 ml. 


Pll 

Within the 
range 0.0 to 

9.0. 

... 


§410.64 IKeoervml] 

§ 110.63 Standards of performanef for 
new sources. 

(a) Tlie following standards ol per¬ 
formance establish the quantity or qual¬ 
ity of pollutants or pollutant properites, 
controlled by this section and attributa¬ 
ble to the manufacture of carpets 
through simple or complex manufactur¬ 
ing operations, which may be discharged 
by a new source subject to the provi¬ 
sions of this subpart: 


Effluent limitations 


E ffluent Average of daily 

characteristic Maximum for values for thirty 
any 0110 day consecutive days 
Khali not exceed 


(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 

BOD*. 

7 A... 

3.9 

TSS... 


3.9 

COD. 

70.2. 

35.1 

Totat Chromium . 0.04... . . 

0.02 

Phenol.... 

.0.O4.... 

0.02 

Sulfide.... 

. o.os. 

0.04 

P**-. 

Within the 



range o.o to 



9.0. 



(English niiits) Tb/1000 lb of product 


BOD*.. 

TSB.. 

.. 7.8.. 

3.9 

3.9 

35.1 

COD . 

.. 70.2. 

Total Chromium. 

.. 0.01. 

a 02 

Phenol.. 

. 0.04_ 

0.02 

0.04 

Hltlfide. 

. 0.08. 

pli. 

Within the 
range 0.0 to 



9.0. 



(b) The following standards of per¬ 
formance establish the quantity or 
quality of pollutants or pollutant proper¬ 
ties, controlled by this section and at¬ 
tributable to the manufacture of carpets 
through complex manufacturing opera¬ 
tions, which may be discharged by a 
point source subject to the provisions of 
tills subpart, in addition to the discharge 
allowed by paragraph (a) of this section. 


Effluent limitations 


< b) The following limitations establish 
the quantity or quality of pollutants or 
pollutant properties, controlled by this 
section and attributable to the manufac¬ 
ture of carpets through complex manu¬ 
facturing operations, which may be dis¬ 
charged by a point source subject to the 
provisions of this subpart, in addition to 
the discharge allowed by paragraph (a) 
of this section. 


Effluent Average of daily 

characteristic Maximum for valuoe for thirty 
any one day consecutive days 
shall not exceed 


(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


COD..20. 10 


(English units) lb/1000 lb of product 


COD„.. 20..a 10 


§ 110.66 Pretreatment standard* f« >r ,„. H 
rourci's. 

The pretreatment standards under 
section 307(c) of the Act for a source 
within the carpet mill subcategory which 
is a user of a publicly owned treatment 
works (and which would be a new source 
subject to section 306 of the Act. if it were 
to discharge pollutants to the navigable 
waters), shall be the standard set forth 
in 40 CFR Part 128, except that, for the 
purpose of this section, 40 CFR 128 133 
shall be amended to read as follows: 

In addition to the prohibitions set forth 
in 40 CFR 128.131. the presentment standard 
for incompatible pollutants Introduced into 
a publicly owned treatment works shall be 
the standard of performance for new sources 
specified in 40 CFR 410.65; provided that if 
the publicly owned treatment works which 
receives the pollutants is commuted, in 
Its NPDES permit, to remove a specified per¬ 
centage of any Incompatible pollutant, the 
pretreatment standard applicable to users 
of such treatment works shall, except in the 
case of standards providing for no discharge 
of pollutants, be correspondingly reduced in 
stringency for that pollutant. 

Subpart G —Stock and Yarn Dyeing and 
Finishing Subcategory 

§ 110.70 Applicability; description of 
the stock arul yarn dyeing and finish, 
ing siihcategory. 

Tlie provisions of this subpart are ap¬ 
plicable to process waste water dis¬ 
charges resulting from the following 
types of textile mills : Stock or yarn dye¬ 
ing or finishing, which may include any 
or all of the following unit operations 
and processes: Cleaning, scouring, 
bleaching mercerizing, dyeing and spe¬ 
cial finishing. 

§ 410.71 Specialized definition*. 

For the purpose of this subpart: 

(a) Except as provided below, the gen¬ 
eral definitions, abbreviations and meth¬ 
ods of analysis set forth in 40 CFR Part 
401 shall apply to this subpart. 

<b) The term “product” shall mean 
the final material produced or processed 
by the mill. 

(c) The term “color” shall mean that 
color as measured by the tristimulus 
method as described in “Standard Meth¬ 
ods for the Examination of Water and 
Wastewater” (13th Edition). 

(d) The term “commission finishing” 
shall mean the finishing of textile mate¬ 
rials, 50 percent or more of which are 
owned by others, in mills that are 51 
percent or more independent (i.e., only 
a minority ownership by company lies) 
with greige or integrated operations*: 
the mills must process 20 percent or more 
of their commissioned production 
through batch, non-continuous process¬ 
ing operations, with 50 percent or more 
of their commissioned orders processed 
in 5,000-yard or smaller lots. 

§ 410.72 Effluent limitations guidel» n '‘* 
representing the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the beM practicable control 
technology currently available. 

In establishing the limitations set 
forth in this section, EPA took into ac¬ 
count all information it was able to col¬ 
lect, develop and solicit with respect to 
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factors * such as age and size of plant, 
aw materials, manufacturing processes, 
nroducts produced, treatment technology 
available, energy requirements and 
costs) which can affect the industry suh- 
rate^orizatlon and effluent levels estab¬ 
lished It is. however, possible that data 
which would affect these limitations have 
not been available and. as a result, these 
limitations should be adjusted for certain 
plants in this industry. An individual dis¬ 
charger or other interested person may 
submit evidence to the Regional Admin¬ 
istrator (or to the State, if the State has 
the authority to issue NPDES permits) 
that factors relating to the equipment or 
facilities involved, the process applied, or 
other such factors related to such dis¬ 
charger are fundamentally different 
from the factors considered in the estab¬ 
lishment of the guidelines. On the basis 
of such evidence or other available in¬ 
formation, the Regional Administrator 
(or the State) will make a written find¬ 
ing that such factors are or are not 
fundamentally different for that facility 
compared to those specified in the De¬ 
velopment Document. If such funda¬ 
mentally different factors are found to 
exist, the Regional Administrator or the 
State shall establish for the discharger 
effluent limitations in the NPDES per¬ 
mit either more or less stringent than the 
limitations established herein, to the ex¬ 
tent dictated by such fundamentally dif¬ 
ferent factors. Such limitations must be 


approved by the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency. The 
Administrator may approve or disap¬ 
prove such limitations, specify other 
limitations, or initiate proceedings to 
revise these regulations. 


(a) The following limitations estab¬ 
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants 
or pollutant properties, controlled by this 
section, which may be discharged by a 
point source subject to the provisions of 
this subpart after application of the best 
practicable control technology currently 
available: 



Effluent limitations 

Effluent 

riwrocleristlc 

Maximum for 
any one day 

Average of daily 
values for thirty 
consecutive days 
ahail not oxoeod 

(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


BODf . 

6.8.. 

3.4 

T88. 

17.4_ 

8.7 


84.6___ 

42.3 

Jftal Chromium... 

0.12.. 

0.06 

Phenol.. 

Sttiride _ 

ph . ;™ 

0.12. j 

0.24... 

Within the _. 

0.06 

0.12 


range 0.0 to 

0 . 0 . 



(English units) lb/1000 lb of product 


BOD*. 

6.8. 

3.4 

T8S..._J"*’* 

17.4. 

8.7 

cod _:ir~ 

Total Chromium 

84.6.. 

0.12__ 

42.3 

0.06 

Phenol. 

Sulfide.. 

pH—. . 

0.12. 

0.24._ 

Within the 

0.06 

0.12 

range 6.0 to 

2 . 0 . 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


(b) Additional allocations equal to the 
effluent limitations (except pH) estab¬ 
lished in paragraph (a) of this section 
are allowed any point source subject to 
such effluent limitations that dyes or fin¬ 
ishes stock or yam through “commission 
finishing" as defined above. 

§ 410.73 Effluent limitations guideline-* 
representing the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica¬ 
tion of the beat available technology 
economically achievable. 

(a) The following limitations establish 
the quantity or quality of pollutants or 
pollutant properties, controlled by this 
section, which may be discharged by a 
point source subject to the provisions of 
this subpart after application of the best 


available 

achievable: 

technology 

economically 


Effluent limitations 

Effluent 

characteristic 

Maximum for 
any one day 

Average of dally 
values for thirty 
consecutive days 
shall not exceed 

(Metric units) kg/kkg of product 


tsh 


1.9 

14.1 

0.06 

0.06 

0.12 

COD 

28.2. 

Total Chromium... 
Phenol 

0.12. 

0.12. 

Sulfide. _ 

Color 

0.24__ 

Shall not exceed .......... 

Fecal CoUform. 

nH 

300AP1IA 

units. 

MPN shall not . 

exceed 400 
counts per 100 
ml. 

Within the —. 

.. 

range. 0.6 to 

0.0. 

(English unite) lb/1000 lb of product 

BOD5 . 

4.6. . 

2.3 

TRfl _ 

3.8.. 

1.9 

COD.. 

28.1_ 

14.1 

Total Chromium_ 

0.12.. 

0.06 

Phenol...— 

0.12.. 

0.06 


Sulftde.0.24.. 

Color..__Shall not exceed ....... 

300 APHA 
units. 

Focal Coliforni__ MPN shall not ;_ 

exceed 400 
count! per 100 
ml. 

pU . Within the , 

range 6.0 to 
9.0. 


0.12 


(b) Additional allocations equal to the 
effluent limitations (except pH) estab¬ 
lished in paragraph (a) of this section 
are allowed any point source subject to 
such effluent limitations that dyes or fin¬ 
ishes stock and yam through “commis¬ 
sion finishing" as defined above. 

§ 410.74 [Reserved] 

§ 410.75 Standard* of performance for 
new source*. 

(a) The following standards of per¬ 
formance establish the quantity or qual¬ 


ity of pollutants or pollutant properties, 
controlled by this section, which may be 
discharged by a new source subject to the 
provisions of this subpart: 


E(linent Uiuitutious 


P. flhient A vecago of daily 

characteristic Maximum for values for thirty 
any one day consecutive days* 
shall not exceed 


(Motrlo unite) kg/kkg of product 


IJOD5__- 

6.8..._- 

3.4 

T8S 


3.1 

COD 

84.6_ 

42.3 

Total Chromium... 
Phenol ........ .. 

0.12.— 

0.12. 

a oo 
0.00 

Sulfide____ 

0.24. 

0.12 

nlf 

Within the . 


range G.O to 

9.0. 


v English units) lb/1000 lb of product 


BO D5.. 

T88 . __ 

6.8... - 

3.4 

3.4 
42.3 
a 00 

a 06 

COD.. 

Total Chromium... 
Phenol_........ 

0.12.. 

0.12. 

Sulfide... 

0.24. 

0.12 

nH 

Within the . 


- ............ 

range 6.0 to 



0 . 0 . 



(b) Additional allocations equal to the 
standards of performance (except pH) 
established in paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion are allowed any point source subject 
to such standards of performance that 
dyes or finishes stock or yam through 
“commission finishing” as defined above. 

§ 410.76 Prclrealmcnl standards for new 
source*. 

The pretreatment standards under 
section 307(c) of the Act for a source 
within the stock and yam dyeing and 
finishing subcategory, which is a user of 
a publicly owned treatment works (and 
which would be a new source subject to 
section 306 of the Act. if it were to dis¬ 
charge pollutants to the navigable 
waters), shall be the standard set forth 
in 40 CPR Part 128, except that, for the 
purpose of this section, 40 CFR 128.133 
shall be amended to read as follows: 

In addition to the prohibitions set forth 
In 40 CPR 128.131, the pretreatment standard 
for incompatible pollutants Introduced Into 
a publicly owned treatment works shaU be 
the standard of performance for new sources 
specified In 40 CFR 410.75; provided that. If 
the publicly owned treatment works which 
receives the pollutants Is committed. In Its 
NPDES permit, to remove a specified per¬ 
centage of any incompatible pollutant, the 
pretreatment standard applicable to users of 
such treatment works shall, except In the 
case of standards providing for no discharge 
of pollutants, be correspondingly reduced in 
stringency for that pollutant. 

[FR Doc.74-15027 Filed 7-3-74;8:45 am] 
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PROPOSED RULES 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[40CFR Part 410] 

TEXTILE INDUSTRY POINT SOURCE 
CATEGORY 

Application of Effluent Limitations Guide¬ 
lines to Pretreatment Standards for In¬ 
compatible Pollutants; Notice of Pro¬ 
posed Rulemaking 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to sec¬ 
tions 301, 304 and 307(b) of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act, as amended 
(the Act); 33 U.S.C. 1251, 1311, 1314 and 
1317(b); 86 Stat. 816 et seq.; Pub. L. 92- 
500, that the proposed regulation set 
forth below concerns the application of 
effluent limitations guidelines for exist¬ 
ing sources to pretreatment standards for 
incompatible pollu tants. The proposal 
will amend 40 CFR Part 410, Textile In¬ 
dustry Point Source Category, establish¬ 
ing for each subcategory therein the ex¬ 
tent of application of effluent limitations 
guidelines to existing sources which dis¬ 
charge to publicly owned treatment 
works. The regulation is intended to be 
complementary to the general regula¬ 
tion for pretreatment standards set forth 
at 40 CFR Part 128. The general regula¬ 
tion was proposed July 19, 1973 <38 FR 
19236), and published in final form on 
November 8, 1973 (38 FR 30982). 

The proposed regulation is also in¬ 
tended to supplement a final regulation 
being simultaneously promulgated by the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA 
or Agency) which provides effluent limi¬ 
tations guidelines for existing sources and 
standards of performance and pretreat¬ 
ment standards for new sources within 
the wool scouring, wool finishing, dry 
processing, woven fabric finishing, knit 
fabric finishing, carpet mills, stock and 
yam dyeing and finishing, and commis¬ 
sion finishing subcategories of the textile 
industry point source category. The lat¬ 
ter regulation applies to the portion of a 
discharge which is directed to the naviga¬ 
ble waters. The regulation proposed 
below applies to users of publicly owned 
treatment works which fall within the 
description of the point source category 
to which the guidelines and standards 
(40 CFR Part 410) promulgated simul¬ 
taneously apply. However, the proposed 
regulation applies to the introduction of 
incompatible pollutants which are di¬ 
rected into a publicly owned treatment 
works, rather than to discharges of pol¬ 
lutants to navigable waters. 

The general pretreatment standard 
divides pollutants discharged by users of 
publicly owned treatment works into two 
broad categories: “Compatible’" and “in¬ 
compatible.” Compatible pollutants are 
generally not sub ject to pretreatment 
standards. (See 40 C FR 1 28.110 (State or 
local law) and 40 CFR 128.131 (Pro¬ 
hibited wastes) for requirements which 
may be applicable to compatible pollut¬ 
ants). Incompatible pollutants are sub¬ 
ject to pret reatm ent standards as pro¬ 
vided in 40 CFR 128.133, which provides 
as follows: 

In addition to the prohibitions set forth 
in § 128.131, the pretreatment standard for 
incompatible pollutants introduced into a 
publicly owned treatment works by a major 


contributing industry not subject to section 
307(c) of the Act shall be, for sources within 
the corresponding industrial or commercial 
category, that established by a promulgated 
effluent limitations guidelines defining best 
practicable control technology currently 
available pursuant to sections 301(b) and 
304(b) of the Act; provided that, if the pub¬ 
licly owned treatment works which receives 
the pollutants is committed, in its NPDES 
permit, to remove a specified percentage of 
any incompatible pollutant, the pretreatment 
standard applicable to users of such treat¬ 
ment works shall be correspondingly reduced 
for that pollutant; and provided further that 
when the effluent limitations guidelines for 
each industry is promulgated, a separate pro¬ 
vision will be proposed conoerning the ap¬ 
plication of such guidelines to pretreatment. 

The regulation proposed below is in¬ 
tended to implement that portion of 
§ 128.133. above, requiring that a sepa¬ 
rate provision be made stating the appli¬ 
cation to pretreatment standards of ef¬ 
fluent limitations guidelines based upon 
best practicable control technology cur¬ 
rently available. 

Questions were raised during the pub¬ 
lic comment period on the proposed gen¬ 
eral pretreatment standard <40 CFR Part 
128) about the propriety of applying a 
standard based upon best practicable 
control technology currently available to 
all plants subject to pretreatment stand¬ 
ards. In general. EPA believes the analy¬ 
sis supporting the effluent limitations 
guidelines is adequate to make a deter¬ 
mination regarding the application of 
those standards to users of publicly 
owned treatment works. However, to en¬ 
sure that those standards are appropri¬ 
ate in all cases, EPA now seeks additional 
comments focusing upon the application 
of effluent limitations guidelines to users 
of publicly owned treatment works. 

Sections 410.15, 410.25, 410.35, 410.45, 
410.55, 410.65, and 410.75 of the proposed 
regulation for point sources within the 
wool scouring, wool finishing, dry proc¬ 
essing, woven fabric finishing, knit fab¬ 
ric finishing, carpet mills, and stock and 
yam dyeing and finishing, subcategories 
contained the proposed pretreatment 
standard for new sources. The regula¬ 
tion promulgated simultaneously here¬ 
with contains §§ 410.16, 410.26, 410.36, 
410.46, 410.56. 410.66, and 410.76 which 
states the applicability of standards of 
performance for purposes of pretreat¬ 
ment standard for new sources. 

A preliminary Development Document 
was made available to the public at ap¬ 
proximately the time of publication of 
the notice of proposed rulemaking and 
the final Development Document entitled 
“Development Document for Effluent 
Limitations Guidelines and New Source 
Performance Standards for the Textile 
Industry Point Source Category” is now 
being published. The economic analysis 
report entitled “Economic Analysis of 
Proposed Effluent Guidelines, Textile In¬ 
dustry” (March 1974) was made avail¬ 
able at the time of proposal. Copies of 
the preliminary Development Document 
and economic analysis report will con¬ 
tinue to be maintained for inspection and 
copying during the comment period at 
the EPA Information Center, Room 227, 
West Tower, Waterside Mall, 401 M 
Street SW., Washington, D.C. Copies will 


also be available for inspection at epa 
regional offices and at State water poiiu 
tion control agency offices. Copies of the 
final Development Document will be 
available in the near future and may be 
pui*chased from the Superintendent of 
Documents, Government Printing Of 
fice, Washington, D.C. 20402. Copies of 
the economic analysis report will be 
available for purchase through the Na 
tional Technical Information Service 
Springfield, Virginia 22151. 

On June 14,1973, the Agency published 
procedures designed to insure that, when 
certain major standards, regulations and 
guidelines are proposed, an explanation 
of their basis, purpose and environmen¬ 
tal effects is made available to the pub¬ 
lic. (38 FR 15653) The procedures are 
applicable to major standards, regula¬ 
tions and guidelines which are proposed 
on or after December 31, 1973. and which 
either prescribe national standards of 
environmental quality or require national 
emission, effluent or performance stand¬ 
ards or limitations. 

The Agency determined to implement 
these procedures in order to insure that 
the public was provided with background 
information to assist it in commenting 
on the merits of a proposed action. In 
brief, the procedures call for the Agency 
to make public the information available 
to it delineating the major environmental 
effects of a proposed action, to discuss 
the pertinent nonenvironmental factors 
affecting the decision, and to explain the 
viable options available to it and the 
reasons for the option selected. 

The procedures contemplate publica¬ 
tion of this information in the Federal 
Register, where this is practicable. They 
provide, however, that where such pub¬ 
lication is impracticable because of the 
length of this material, the material may 
be made available in an alternate format. 

The Development Document referred 
to above contains information available 
to the Agency concerning the major en¬ 
vironmental effects of the regulation 
proposed below. The information in¬ 
cludes: (1) The identification of pol¬ 
lutants present in waste waters result¬ 
ing from the manufacture of textiles, 
the characteristics of these pollutants, 
and the degree of pollutant reduction 
obtainable through implementation of 
the proposed standard; and (2) the an¬ 
ticipated effects on other aspects of the 
environment (including solid waste dis¬ 
posal) of the treatment technologies 
available to meet the standard proposed. 

The Development Document and the 
economic analysis report referred to 
above also contain information avail¬ 
able to the Agency regarding the esti¬ 
mated cost and energy consumption im¬ 
plications of those treatment technolo¬ 
gies and the potential effects of those 
costs on the price and production of tex¬ 
tiles. The two reports exceed, in the ag¬ 
gregate, 100 pages in length and contain 
a substantial number of charts, diagrams 
and tables. It is clearly impracticable to 
publish the material contained in these 
documents in the Federal Register, to 
the extent possible, significant aspect* 
of the material have been presented i 
summary form in the preamble to tut 
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nrooosed regulation containing effluent 
Litations guidelines, new source per- 
formance standards and pretreatment 
standards for new sources within the 
textile industry category (39 FR 4628; 
February 5, 1974). Additional discussion 
is contained in the analysis of public 
comments on the proposed regulation 
and the Agency’s response to those com¬ 
ments This discussion appears in the 
oreamble to the promulgated regulation 
<40 CFR Part 410) which currently is 
being published In the rules and regula¬ 
tions section of the Federal Register. 

The options available to the Agency in 
establishing the level of pollutant reduc¬ 
tion obtainable through the best prac¬ 
ticable control technology currently 
available, and the reasons for the par¬ 
ticular level of reduction selected are 
discussed in the documents described 
above. In applying the effluent limita¬ 
tions guidelines to pretreatment stand¬ 
ards for the introduction of incompatible 
pollutants into municipal systems by ex¬ 
isting sources in the wool scouring, wool 
finishing, dry processing, woven fabric 
finishing, knit fabric finishing, carpet 
mills, stock and yam dveing and finish¬ 
ing, and commission finishing subcate¬ 
gories, the Agency has. essentially, three 
options. The first is to declare that the 
guidelines do not apply. The second is 
to apply the guidelines unchanged. The 
third is to modify the guidelines to re¬ 
flect; (1) Differences between direct dis¬ 
chargers and plants utilizing municipal 
svstems which affect the practicability of 
the latter employing the technology 
available to achieve the effluent limita¬ 
tions guidelines; or (2) characteristics 
of the relevant pollutants which require 
higher levels of reduction (or permit less 
stringent levels) in order to insure that 
the pollutants do not interfere with the 
treatment works or pass through them 
untreated. 

As described in the Development Doc¬ 
ument, the process waste waters from all 
subcategories of the textile industry are 
similar in pollutant contents. The pol¬ 
lutants are organic materials, solids, total 
chromium, sulfide, phenol and oil and 
grease (wool scouring onlv). These waste 
water pollutants, except COD. total 
chromium, sulfide, phenol and oil and 
grease (wool scouring only), are consid¬ 
ered to be compatible and the guidelines 
should not apply. 

COD. total chromium, phenol, sulfide 
and oil and grease (wool scouring only) 
are waste water pollutants which would 
interfere with the operation of publicly 
owned treatment works, pass through 
such works untreated or inadequately 
created or otherwise be incompatible 
wim such treatment works. The infor- 
mation available to the agency does not 
inaic&te differences between plants which 
rf ( ?^ rge directly to navigable waters 
a those which utilize municipal sys- 
!u lgn i? can t' enou Bh to warrant vary- 
wg the effluent limitations. Accordingly. 
Loi u opinion of the EPA that COD. 
anrf i? romium ’ P h enol, sulfide and oil 
be tiSJ?®? / wcx>1 scouring only) should 
4 t0 . the level raided by the 
trol 0I \°* * he k® 8 * practicable con- 
m ^haology currently available. 


Interested persons may participate in 
this rulemaking by submitting written 
comments In triplicate to the EPA In¬ 
formation Center, Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency. Washington, D.C. 20460. 
Attention: Mr. Philip B. Wisman. Com¬ 
ments on all aspects of the proposed reg¬ 
ulations are solicited. In the event com¬ 
ments are in the nature of criticisms as 
to the adequacy of data which are avail¬ 
able. or which may be relied upon by 
the Agency, comments should identify 
and, if possible, provide any additional 
data which may be available and should 
indicate why such data are essential to 
the development of the regulations. In 
the event comments address the ap¬ 
proach taken by the Agency in estab¬ 
lishing pretreatment standards for ex¬ 
isting sources, EPA solicits suggestions 
as to what alternative approach should 
be taken and why and how this alterna¬ 
tive better satisfies the detailed require¬ 
ments of sections 301, 304 and 307(b) of 
the Act 

A copy of all public comments will be 
available for inspection and copying at 
the EPA Information Center. Room 227, 
West Tower, Waterside Mall, 401 M 
Street SW.. Washington, D.C. 20460. The 
EPA information regulation, 40 CFR, 
Part 2, provides that a reasonable fee 
may be charged for copying. 

In consideration of the foregoing, it 
is hereby proposed that 40 CFR Part 410 
be amended to add sections 410.14, 
410.24, 410.34, 410.44, 410.54, 410.64, and 
410.74 as set forth below. All comments 
received oh or before August 5. 1974, will 
be considered. 

Dated June 25, 1974. 

John Quarles, 
Acting Administrator . 

Part 410 is proposed to be amended as 
follows: 

1. Subpart A Is amended by adding 
9 410.14 as follows: 

§ 410.14 Pre-treatment standards for 
existing sources. 

For the purpose of pretreatment stand¬ 
ards for incompatible pollutants estab¬ 
lished under 9 128.133 of this chapter, the 
effluent limitations guidelines except for 
the pollutants COD, total chromium, 
phenol, sulfide and oil and grease set 
forth in 9 410.12 shall not apply and, sub¬ 
ject to the provisions of Part 128 of this 
chapter concerning pretreatment, proc¬ 
ess waste water from this subcategory 
may be introduced into a publicly owned 
treatment works. The effluent limitations 
guidelines for COD, total chromium, 
phenol, sulfide and oil and grease set 
forth in 9 410.12 shall apply. 

2. Subpart B is amended by adding 
410.24 as follows: 

§ 410.24 Pretreat men! standard* for 
existing sources. 

For the purpose of pretreatment stand¬ 
ards for incompatible pollutants estab¬ 
lished under g 128.133 of this chapter, 
the effluent limitations guidelines except 
for the pollutants COD, total chromium, 
phenol and sulfide set forth in 9 410.22 
shall not apply and, subject to the pro¬ 
visions of Part 128 of this chapter con¬ 


cerning pretreatment, process waste wa¬ 
ter from this subcategory may be intro¬ 
duced into a publicly owned treatment 
works. The effluent limitations guidelines 
for COD, total chromium, phenol, and 
sulfide set forth in § 410.22 shall apply. 

3. Subpart C Is amended by adding 
9 410.34 as follows: 

§ 410.34 Prclrcatmcnl standard* for 
existing sources. 

For the purpose of pretreatment stand¬ 
ards for incompatible pollutants estab¬ 
lished under 9128.133 of this chapter, the 
effluent limitations guidelines except for 
the pollutants COD, total chromium, 
phenol and sulfide set forth in 9 410.32 
shall not apply and. subject to the pro¬ 
visions of Part 128 of this chapter con¬ 
cerning pretreatment, process waste wa¬ 
ter from this subcategory may be intro¬ 
duced into a publicly owned treatment 
works. The effluent limitations guidelines 
for COD, total chromium, phenol, and 
sulfide set forth in § 410.32 shall apply. 

4. Subpart D is amended by adding 
§ 410.44 as follows: 

§ 410.44 Pretreatment standards for 
existing sources. 

For the purpose of pretreatment stand¬ 
ards for incompatible pollutants estab¬ 
lished under §128.133 of this chapter, the 
effluent limitations guidelines except for 
the pollutants COD, total chromium, 
phenol and sulfide set forth in 9 410.42 
shall not apply and, subject to the pro¬ 
visions of Part 128 of this chapter con¬ 
cerning pretreatment, process waste wa¬ 
ter from this subcategory may be intro¬ 
duced into a publicly owned treatment 
works. The effluent limitations guidelines 
for COD, total chromium, phenol, and 
sulfide set forth in 9 410.42 shall apply. 

5. Subpart E is amended by adding 
§ 410.54 as follows: 

§ 410.54 Pret realm cut standards for 
existing sources. 

For the purpose of pretreatment stand¬ 
ards for incompatible pollutants estab¬ 
lished under 9 128.133 of this chapter, 
the effluent limitations guidelines except 
for the pollutants COD, total chromi¬ 
um. phenol, and sulfide set forth in 
§ 410.52 shall not apply and. subject to 
the provisions of Part 128 of this chap¬ 
ter concerning pretreatment, process 
waste water from this subcategory may 
be introduced Into a publicly owned 
treatment works. The effluent limitations 
guidelines for COD, total chromium, 
penol, and sulfide set forth In § 410.52 
shall apply. 

6 . Subpart F is amended by adding 
§ 410.64 as follows: 

§ 410.64 Pretreatment standards for 
existing sources. 

For the purpose of pretreatment 
standards for incompatible pollutants 
established under § 128.133 of this chap¬ 
ter, the effluent limitations guidelines 
except for the pollutants COD, total 
chromium, phenol, and sulfide set forth 
in § 410.62 shall not apply and. subject 
to the provisions of Part 128 of this 
chapter concerning pretreatment, proc¬ 
ess waste water from this subcategory 
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may be introduced into a publicly owned 
treatment works. The effluent limitations 
guidelines for COD. total chromium, 
phenol, and sulfide set forth in S 410.62 
shall apply. 

7. Subpart G is amended by adding 
§ 410.74 as follows: 

§ 410.74 Pretreatmrnt atamlard* for 
existing source*. 

For the purpose of pretreatment 
standards for incompatible pollutants 
established under § 128.133 of this chap¬ 


ter. the effluent limitations guidelines 
except for the pollutants COD. total 
chromium, phenol and sulfide set forth 
in i 410.72 shall not apply and, subject to 
the provisions of Part 128 of this chapter 
concerning pretreatment, process waste 
water from this subcategory may be in¬ 
troduced into a publicly owned treatment 
works. The effluent limitations guidelines 
for COD, total chromium, phenol, and 
sulfide set forth in 5 410.72 shall apply. 

[FR Doc.74-15028 Filed 7-3-74;8:46 am] 
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Corps of Engineers, Department of the 
Army 

[ 33 CFR Part 264 ] 

URBAN STUDIES PROGRAM 
Proposed Policies and Procedures 

Notice is hereby given that the Secre¬ 
tary of the Army (acting through the 
Chief of Engineers), is proposing a reg¬ 
ulation prescribing the policies and 
procedures to govern the conduct of ur¬ 
ban studies by the Corps of Engineers. 
Through the Urban Studies Program, the 
Corps of Engineers seeks to provide a 
range of urban water resource plans that 
are compatible with comprehensive ur¬ 
ban development goals of the region 
under study. These plans will provide an 
integrated approach to water resources 
management and will be designed to 
meet applicable State and Federal re¬ 
quirements for implementation. 

Prior to adoption of the proposed reg¬ 
ulation, consideration will be given to 
any comments submitted to the Chief of 
Engineers. Such comments should be 
sent to the Office of the Chief of Engi¬ 
neers. ATTN: DAEN-CWP-U. Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20314, on or before August 5, 
1974. 

Until the final regulation is published 
in the Federal Register, this proposed 
regulation will provide interim guidance 
for the Corps of Engineers in conducting 
urban studies. The final regulation will 
be so codified so as to include the Urban 
Studies Program Study Procedure, cur¬ 
rently issued as Appendix A, in the body 
of the regulation. 

Dated: June 28.1974. 

J. W. Morris, 

Major General. USA. 
Director of Civil Works , 

PART 264—URBAN STUDIES PROGRAM 

Sec. 

264.1 Purpose. 

264.2 Applicability. 

264.3 References. 

264.4 Definitions. 

264.5 Policy. 

264.6 The importance and priority of the 

Urban Studies Program. 

264.7 Procedures. 

264.8 Recommendations for improvement. 

Authority: Sec. 1, Pub. L. 685, June 20, 
1938. 52 Stat. 802 (33 U.S.C. 540); sec. 4, 
Pub. L. 429. as amended. Mar. 4, 1913, 37 
Stat. 826 (33 U.S.C. 542). 

§ 264.1 Purpose. 

This regulation establishes the policy 
for and provides procedures to be fol¬ 
lowed in the conduct of an urban study. 

§ 264.2 Applicability. 

This regulation is applicable to all Of¬ 
fice of the Chief of Engineers (OCE) 
elements and all field operating agencies 
having civil works planning responsi¬ 
bilities. 

§ 264.3 References. 

(a> Act of 18 October 1972, Pub. L. 92- 
500 (70 Stat. 498, 84 Stat. 91), Federal 


Water Pollution Control Act Amend¬ 
ments of 1972. 

(b> Act of 1 January 1970, Pub. L. 91- 
190 (83 Stat. 852), National Environ¬ 
mental Policy Act. 

(c) Act of 31 December 1970, Pub. L. 
91-611 (84 Stat. 1818). Rivers and Har¬ 
bors and Flood Control Act of 1970. 

(d) Act of 7 March 1974, Pub. L. 93- 
251 (88 Stat. 12), Water Resources De¬ 
velopment Act of 1974, Section 80 (88 
Stat. 34). 

(e) Water Resources Council (WRC) 
Principles and Standards for Planning 
Water and Related Land Resources, 38 
FR 24778-24869. 10 September 1973. 

(f) Engineer Regulation (ER) 18-2-2. 

(g) Engineer Regulation (ER) 1105- 
2 - 10 . 

(h» Engineer Regulation (ER) 1105- 
2-403. 

(i) Engineer Regulation (ER) 1105- 
2-507. 

(j) Engineer Regulation (ER) 1120- 
2 - 112 . 

(k) Engineer Pamplilet <EP) 1165- 
2 - 1 . 

§ 261.4 Definitions. 

As used in this regulation, the follow¬ 
ing definitions apply. 

“Public”—Any non-Corps of Engineers 
entity. This includes other Federal agen¬ 
cies, State and local governments, public 
and private interest groups, and con¬ 
cerned individuals. 

“Institution”—Any process or organi¬ 
zation that is highly structured, systema¬ 
tized, and stable. It may be a type of 
group, e.g., a metropolitan sanitary dis¬ 
tract or a council of governments, or it 
may be a formalized practice, e.g., a 
water rights law' or a water usage ordi¬ 
nance. 

“Procedure”—A required course of ac¬ 
tion to be followed in the development 
of plans. 

“Guidance"—Information distributed 
by HQDA (DAEN-CWP) WASH DC 
20314 to assist field offices in carrying 
out the procedures specified in Appendix 
A below r . Generally, this may involve up¬ 
dating information on technologies, pro¬ 
cesses. or similar items. 

§ 264.5 Policy. 

Basic policies of the Office of the Chief 
of Engineers pertaining to the Urban 
Students Program are set forth below. 

(a) Comprehensive urban area plan¬ 
ning is to remain a local responsibility. 
The Corps of Engineers may augment 
local planning efforts by developing al¬ 
ternative urban w'ater resource plans. 
One of these alternative plans may be 
selected by responsible officials as a com¬ 
ponent of a comprehensive urban area 
plan. 

(b) Urban water resource planning 
conducted by the Corps of Engineers 
must not duplicate other Federal pro¬ 
grams. 

(c) Wastewater management compo¬ 
nents of alternative urban water re¬ 
source plans mast fulfill the intent of 
Pub. L. 92-500. 5 264.3(a). 


(d) Throughout the conduct of an 
urban study, there must be full and con- 
tinuous coordination with the public 
The public must not only be educated 
and informed about what is occurring 
but must also be included and actively 
involved in the planning process. 

(e) Where specific w'ater resource ele¬ 
ments, such as commercial navigation 
are included in an urban water resource 
plan, tlie plan development of that spe¬ 
cific element should be in accordance 
with the established Corps policy for the 
element. Where waste water management 
is the element, the plan development of 
that element will be in accordance with 
Environmental Protection Agency regu¬ 
lations and Part Three of Appendix A 
to this part. 

§ 264.6 The importance uml priority of 
the Urban Studies Program. 

The Corps of Engineers is involved in 
the Urban Studies Program in response 
to the critical need for Federal assist¬ 
ance to solve regional urban water re¬ 
sources problems. Urban problems share, 
along with energy problems, the top 
priority of all Civil Works planning mis¬ 
sions. Accordingly, offices responsible for 
the conduct of urban studies should give 
this progr am the requisite direction and 
attention. 

§ 264.7 Procedures. 

District and Division offices conducting 
urban studies will follow the procedures 
contained in Appendix A below\ Where 
the local situation dictates that a devia¬ 
tion from these procedures may be ap¬ 
propriate, written permission should be 
requested from HQDA (DAEN-CWP > 
WASH DC 20314. 

§ 261.8 R«M i oni!uciidations for improve¬ 
ment. 

Comments or recommendations for 
improvement to Appendix A below will 
be welcomed if submitted to HQDA 
(DAEN-CWP-U) WASH DC 20314. Com¬ 
ments or recommendations should sug¬ 
gest improved or substitute text for the 
passages cited. 

For the Chief of Engineers. 

Russell J. Lamp, 
Colonel , Corps of Engineers. 

Executive. 

Appendix A—Urban Studies Program Study 
Procedure 

part one: development of urban water 
resource plans 

Chapter 

1 Introduction. 

1-1 Purpose. 

1-2 State and Federal Requirements. 

1-3 New Concepts. 

1-4 Water Resource Plan Product. 

2 Urban Water Resource Planning. 

1-5 Purpose. 

1-6 Objective of Urban Water Resource 
Planning. 

1-7 Relationship of Urban Area Compre¬ 
hensive Planning to Urban Water 
Resource Planning. 

1-8 Composition of an Urban Water Re¬ 
source Plan. 

1-9 Capital Improvements. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 130—FRIDAY, JULY 5, 1974 





PROPOSED RULES 


21755 


l _10 Management Program*. 

1-11 A Revision Program. 

1-12 Impementation Arrangement*. 
l_13 Recommendations. 

3 The Planning Process. 

1_14 Purpose. 

1-15 General Planning Principles. 

1-16 Stages of Plan Development. 

1-17 Planning Tasks. 

4 Organizing for an Urban 8tudy. 

1-18 Purpose. 

1-19 The Study Team. 

1-20 Consultants. 

1-21 The Plan of Study. 

5 Study Reports and Documentation. 

1-22 Purpose. 

1-23 Report Organization and Content. 

1-24 Ancillary Documents. 

1-25 Draft Report Revelw Process. 

1- 26 Draft Report Review Coordination- 

rm two: specific elements supporting the 

PLANNING PROCESS 

1 The Plan of Study (POS). 

2- 1 Purpose. 

2-2 Plan of Study Objectives. 

2-3 Elements of a Plan of Study. 

2-4 Justification for the Study. 

2-5 Stage 1 Study Results. 

2-6 Study Effort Allocation. 

2-7 Plan of Study Coordination. 

2-8 Plan of Study Review. 

2 Public Involvement. 

2-9 Purpose. 

2-10 Importance of Public Involvement. 

2-11 Public Involvement Objective. 

2-12 Development of a Public Involvement 
Program. 

2-13 Public Involvement Program Activi¬ 
ties. 

2-14 Monitoring of Public Involvement Pro¬ 
grams. 

2-15 Evaluation of Public Involvement Pro¬ 
gram. 

3 Institutional Analysis and Arrange¬ 

ments. 

2-16 Purpose. 

2-17 Relationship of Institutions to Urban 
Studies. 

2-18 Task Areas. 

2-19 Institutional Data Base. 

2-20 Analysis and Evaluation of Institu¬ 
tional Capabilities. 

2*21 Presentation of Institutional Arrange¬ 
ments. 


PART three: 

wastewater management planning 

1 Water Quality Goals and Deadlines for 

Wastewater Planning. 

3-1 Purpose. 

3-2 National Goals. 

3-3 Effluent Limitations Deadlines. 

3-4 The Corps of Engineers’ Definition of 
Effluent Limitations Commensurate 
with the 1985 Goal. 

2 Sewer System Evaluation. 

3-5 Purpose. 

3-6 Sewer System Evaluation Components. 

3-7 Corps of Engineers’ Participation In 
Sewer System Evaluation. 

3 Urban Drainage. 

3-8 Purpose. 

3-9 Definition of Permissible Urban Drain¬ 
age Studies. 

-10 Cost-Sharing Applicable to Permls- 
sable Urban Drainage Studies. 

Part One 


chapter i 
Introduction 


ttr ta f » The purpose of this ch< 
dlscuJSi *? tro ? uce ‘'ey concepts which i 
chapters* * n further In succeed] 

binfiT!^, 00 ? 8 ot Eughieers through its 1 
Studies Program seeks to provide a rat 


of urban water resource plans that are com¬ 
patible with comprehensive urban develop¬ 
ment goals of the region under study. These 
plans will provide an integrated approach to 
water resources management. This procedure 
Is designed to assure that the residents of 
the study area will guide the development 
of these plans. The planning process Is struc¬ 
tured to assure that the evaluations of the 
plans developed highlight the advantages 
and disadvantages of each plan. In order for 
these urban water resource plans to be com¬ 
patible with the regional interests, planners 
and engineers must keep the broad problems 
and Issues of the region in mind while devel¬ 
oping solutions on specified water resource 
problems. Urban water resource plans have 
some impact upon almost all activities of 
the public. By discussing potential solutions 
and their related Impacts with the public, 
the development of plans whose Impacts ore 
contrary to public preferences can be avoided. 

1-2. State and Federal Requirements, a. 
The plans that are developed must meet ap¬ 
plicable State and Federal requirements. A 
range of plans will be developed to address 
the urban water resource problems, needs, 
Issues, and concerns of the region. The range 
of plans will include one plan which opti¬ 
mizes national economic development (NED) 
and one plan which emphasizes environ¬ 
mental quality (EQ). The Federal interest 
used as a basis for funding certain com¬ 
ponents of any plan ultimately selected Is 
specified In § 264.3(e). Plans directed toward 
attaining the national objectives of NED and 
EQ would provide the basis for assessing the 
extent of Federal funding for the plan(s) 
which the people of the region desire. The 
applicable Interest rates used In economic 
analyses will reflect S 264.3(d). 

b. Because of the legislative requirements 
established by Pub. L. 92-500. 5 264.3(a). 
waste-water management elements are sub¬ 
ject to a number of planning constraints 
which must be considered. The remainder of 
this subparagraph describes the relationship 
of the Urban Studies Program to various seg¬ 
ments of Pub. L. 92-500. 

(1) Section 101 establishes a set of na¬ 
tional water quality goals which are further 
enunciated in section 301. These sections 
establish dates by which wastewater treat¬ 
ment facilities must achieve certain treat¬ 
ment levels. These dates—1983 and 1985— 
and their respective treatment levels are 
more fully discussed In para 3-1 through 3-5. 
Implementation of the wastewater elements 
will be phased over the study period to assure 
that plans achieve the water quality goals 
and standards specified in para 3-1 through 
3-5. It is particularly Important that a 
clear, concise display of the costs and Impacts 
associated with the phased achievement of 
each goal over time be presented. 

(2) The plans prepared in the course of 
an urban study should assist local govern¬ 
ments in fulfilling certain of the require¬ 
ments of a Step 2 (Preparation of Construc¬ 
tion Plans and Specifications) construction 
grant application for section 201, “Facilities 
Planning.” 40 CFR 35.920-3 (b) sets forth the 
14 items to be covered in a Step 2 construc¬ 
tion grant application. The Plan of Study 
must clearly set forth which -participating 
agency Is to provide each element of the 
Step 2 grant application. Conceivably, some 
of the elements may be developed after 
the Corps of Engineers completes Its portion 
of the study effort. Specific Interpretations 
of the level of detail associated with each 
element in the above referenced CFR should 
be obtained from the EPA Regional Office in 
whose Jurisdiction the study area is located. 

(3) As a portion of the engineering report 
required for a Step 2 grant application, a 
sewer system evaluation is required. This 
consists of two parts, an infiltration/inflow 


analysis and & sewer system evaluation 
survey. 

(a) . The infiltration/Inflow analysis Is a 
cost effectiveness analysis based upon exist¬ 
ing data. The analysis la designed to show 
whether the costs to rehabilitate sewers to 
reduce Infiltration and Inflow is greater than 
the costs to treat this added flow. If the cost 
to treat is less than the cost to rehabilitate, 
infiltration/inflow is not excessive. 

(b) . If the analysis Indicates that infiltra¬ 
tion/inflow Is not excessive, and EPA agrees 
with this finding, no further efforts need be 
expended on this task. However, If Infiltra¬ 
tion/Inflow Is determined to be excessive and 
EPA concurs, then a sewer system evaluation 
survey is required. Part Three, Chapter Two 
discusses the Corps’ position regarding these 
two phases of a sewer system evaluation In 
further detail. 

(4) When assisting local interests in the 
development of elements for a Step 2 grant 
application the function of certifying a plan 
is vested in the State. The State agency must 
forward, with each construction grant ap¬ 
plication submitted to the Regional Adminis¬ 
trator. a certification that the proposed proj¬ 
ect is entitled to priority In accordance with 
the State priority system, and requires the 
specified funding requested from allotments 
currently available. Also included In priority 
certification Is a statement that the award 
of a grant for the proposed project will not 
jeopardize the funding of any treatment 
works of higher priority. The State agency 
Is responsible for defining the scope of treat¬ 
ment works projects and determining the 
time when such projects are to receive Fed¬ 
eral financial assistance. 

(5) Section 303, “Water Quality Standards 
and Implementation Plans,” 40 CFR 130. 
“State Continuing Planning Process,” and 40 
CFR 131, “Water Quality Management Plans” 
describe State requirements in three areas. 
These requirements concern what the state 
has to do to establish a series of stream water 
quality standards, develop a priority listing 
of municipalities not achieving the stream 
standards, and develop information to Im¬ 
plement a waste discharge permit program. 
Urban water resources planning is not nor¬ 
mally concerned with the type of planning 
required by section 303. However, informa¬ 
tion developed In the course of an urban 
study may be modified and augmented, as 
necessary, by the State to satisfy require¬ 
ments imposed by section 303. 

(6) The planning process In this appendix 
was developed to reflect the intent of section 

208, “Areawide Waste Treatment Manage¬ 
ment.” Particular attention has been devoted 
to formulating a planning process which In¬ 
corporates the planning requirements con¬ 
tained In section 208(b). 

(7) This procedure does not apply to stud¬ 
ies conducted specifically to satisfy section 

209, "Basin Planning”. Those plans generally 
conform to Water Resource Council Level B 
criteria, 5 264.3(k). 

1-3. New Concepts. The WRC Principles 
and Standards and this regulation introduce 
many new planning principles and codifies 
many techniques for following these princi¬ 
ples. The most Important of these are dis¬ 
cussed below. 

a. Problems, Issues and Concerns of the 
Region. The problems, issues, and concerns 
addressed In the study will not be limited to 
water resource problems but will Include re¬ 
lated matters such as growth policies. A full 
understanding of both water resource and 
related Impacts is important to decision¬ 
makers. Problem Identification Is described 
In greater detail in para 1-17. 

b. Planning Objectives. National objectives 
are drawn from § 264.3(e). Study area plan¬ 
ning objectives are developed based upon the 
problems. Issues, and concerns identified. 
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The planning objectives which are bused 
upon water aud related land resource prob¬ 
lems direct the planning efTort and serve as 
a portion of the criteria for Impact assess¬ 
ment and decision-making. This Is further 
explained in para 1-17. In terms of this 
document. "Impact assessment" is synony¬ 
mous with "effect assessment." 

c. Public Involvement. Defining the public 
as any non-Corps of Engineers entity enlarges 
substantially the traditional, more narrow 
view of public. Public Involvement through¬ 
out the entire planning process is necessary 
to assure that the various segments of the 
public have a role in decisions that affect 
their future. Public involvement is further 
discussed in Part Two, Chapter Two. 

d. Display of Impacts. The words impact 
and effect are used synonymously in this ap¬ 
pendix. The evaluation and display of im¬ 
pacts will provide the public and their 
selected and appointed representatives with 
the information necessary for responsible 
decision-making. A system of accounts as 
specified in § 264.3(e) will be used. The eval¬ 
uation display should contain information 
presented in such a way that an Individual 
can readily distinguish separate sections that 
meet legislative requirements, and reflect 
local, state, and Federal interests. 

1-4. Water Resource Plan Product, a. The 
product of this planning process will consist 
of the following: 

(1) A series of three to seven alternative 
urban water resources plans to meet long 
range (approximately 50 years) needs, from 
which a choice may be made by the public 
prior to completion of the study. 

(2) A priced and evaluated portion of each 
of the alternative urban water resource plans 
to meet short range (approximately 20 years) 
needs. 

(3) A phased early action program for the 
study region for each alternative urban water 
resource plan to meet short range (approxi¬ 
mately 20 years) needs. 

(4) If appropriate, a proposal for Con¬ 
gressional authorization of selected projects 
of the early action program of the publicly 
selected "best" plan where these selected 
projects are traditional Corps of Engineers 
functions. 

b. The alternative urban water resource 
plans will be composed of three elements, 
described in para 1-9 through 1-12. Included 
in the three elements are implementation 
arrangements required for the efficient crea¬ 
tion of each element. The three elements are: 

(1) Capital Improvements. 

(2) Management Programs. 

(3) A Revision Program. 

CHAPTER 2 

Urban Water Resources Planning 

1-5. Purpose. This chapter describes the 
concepts governing the development of an 
urban water resources plan and differentiates 
between urban water resources planning and 
comprehensive urban area planning. 

1-6. Objective of Urban Water Resource 
Planning, a. The objective of Corps of Engi¬ 
neers urban water resource planning is to 
develop, in conjunction with the public, 
plans which not only offer realistic prospect 
for solving specific urban water resource 
problems but. equally important, also have 
the potential to serve as a catalyst for solving 
other related urban problems. In satisfying 
this objective, urban water resources plan¬ 
ning must be consistent with the national 
objectives established by $ 264.3(e). The na¬ 
tional objectives are— 

(1) To enhance national economic devel¬ 
opment (NED). 

(2) To enhance the quality of the en¬ 
vironment (EQ). 


b. In order to achieve the above objectives, 
urban water resource plans should exhibit 
the following characteristics. 

(1) Address the specified water resource 
problems, issues, and concerns of the regional 
publics by responding to expressed desires 
and preferences. 

(2) Be flexible to accommodate changing 
economic, social, and environmental patterns 
and new technologies. 

(3) Intergrate with and be complementary 
to other urban development and manage¬ 
ment programs. 

(4) Be fully coordinated with affected 
agencies at all levels. 

i 5 > Be developed through an orderly, 
structured, and open planning process. 

(6) Be implementable with respect to 
financial and Institutional capabilities and 
public consensus. 

(7) Be acceptable to appropriate state and 
Federal agencies. 

c. The guidelines and regulations to be 
followed for areawide waste treatment man¬ 
agement and facilities planning are the re¬ 
sponsibility of the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). Therefore, close cooperation 
with EPA field personnel is necessary for 
proper interpretation of EPA regulations and 
guidelines in order to produce information 
which 9tate governments can use in construc¬ 
tion grant applications. 

1-7. Relationship of Urban Area Compre¬ 
hensive Planning to Urban Water Resource 
Planning, a. Comprehensive urban area 
planning generally is carried out by local or 
regional planning commissions. Urban area 
comprehensive planning focuses on a num¬ 
ber of issues such as housing, transporta¬ 
tion, health and social services, land use 
planning, solid waste management, and water 
resources management. 

b. The Urban Studies Program will pri¬ 
marily address one of the issues in paragraph 
a, above—water resources management. In 
specifically addressing the urban water re¬ 
sources problems, the plans developed may 
affect other urban problems. For example, a 
plan restricting construction in a flood plain 
to reduce urban flood damages, may make 
land available for additional recreation areas, 
as well as control urban sprawl. Controlling 
urban sprawl could then affect urban area 
housing development. 

c. Within the scope of water resources 
management, the Urban Studies Program ad¬ 
dresses the following functional water re¬ 
source components. 

(1) Urban Flood Control. 

(2) Flood Plain Management. 

(3) Municipal and Industrial Water 
Supply. 

(4) Wastewater Management. 

(5) Bank and Channel Stabilization. 

(6) Lake. Estuarine, and Ocean Restora¬ 
tion and Protection. 

(7) Recreation Management at Corps’ 
Civil Works Projects. 

(8) Regional Harbors and Waterways. 

d. Within any specific urban area, ail. or 
only some, of these functional components 
may be applicable. Existing local plans for a 
functional component may be adequate for 
the planning time frame considered in a 
study. Where this occurs, these local plans 
will be incorporated into the urban water 
resource planning process. 

1-8. Composition of an Urban Water Re¬ 
source Plan. Each study will develop alterna¬ 
tive urban water resource plans from which 
one may be selected for implementation. 
Every plan will provide solutions to the water 
resource problems addressed in a study. Each 
alternative plan will be composed of three 
elements. This approach should assist the 
local people in selecting a plan which not 
only solves the water resource problems but 


is compatible with local preferences Th* 
three elements are— 

a. Capital Improvements 

b. Management Programs 

c. A Revision Program 

1-9. Capital Improvements, a. In develop- 
lng capital improvements, or structures both 
new construction and improvements to exist- 
lng facilities should be considered Capital 
improvements will include those structures 
which directly address the water resource 
problems as well as those facilities which 
may be a necessary by-product of the initial 
facility. For example, if a new harbor chan¬ 
nel Is dredged (capital improvement), a diked 
disposal area (capital Improvement) may 
have to be constructed to contain the 
dredged material. 

b. Alternatives for solving water resource 
problems may provide an opportunity for 
additional capital improvements by the 
private sector. This potential should be 
identified in the discussion of public capital 
improvement. The private sector may be re¬ 
quired. under a specific alternative, to pro- 
vide faculties which satisfy a specific need 
For instance, a pretreatment faculty to re¬ 
move heavy metals from industrial waste 
prior to discharge to a municipal sewer Is a 
private sector facility. 

c. Study alternatives may suggest attrac¬ 
tive opportunities for enhancing the non- 
water resource needs of the region. For ex¬ 
ample. if a local issue is the siting of a new 
power generation facility, a land treatment 
system may provide the necessary cooling 
water whUe isolating the faculty. While the 
study should not plan for a power genera- 
ton facility per se. the avaUabiiity of land 
and water should be brought to the attention 
of the public utility. 

d. Where existing facilities are incorpo¬ 
rated in specific alternative, operation, 
maintenance, and replacement costs relating 
to those faculties should be included in any 
cost-effectiveness analysis. 

1-10. Management Programs. Management 
programs are the measures necessary to 
make an alternative operate efficiently. They 
are distinguished from capital improve¬ 
ments because they do not necessarily 
involve major construction or engineering 
activities. Sometimes characterized as non- 
structural approaches, management pro¬ 
grams may stUl require Investment. Manage¬ 
ment programs associated with resource 
utilization may include the following— 

a. Regulatory activities, such as permits, 
building codes, ordinances, land use zoning, 
and control techniques. 

b. Operation and maintenance procedures, 
such as guides for the use of physical compo¬ 
nents of water resource systems, training of 
personnel, and public education In resource 
use. 

c. Fiscal controls, such as revenue produc¬ 
tion, cost-sharing, user fees, and develop¬ 
ment financing. 

1-11. A Revision Program, a. Alternatives 
should oontaln a revision program to provide 
decision makers flexible plans that will w 
responsive to possible changes in needs ana 
future base conditions. Periodic revisions 
are essential if the urban water resources 
plan selected is to be an instrument of con¬ 
tinuous, dynamic planning and not merely a 
static end product. 

b. In developing a revision program, po* 
tentlal changes or planning activities sb 0l “ 
be categorized as substantive or procedural. 

(1) Substantive changes causing plans to 
be revised may include changes such ** 
council of governments modifying its i*n 
use protections, a radical change in energy 
availability, a new Innovation in waste tre * 
ment technology, a change In the . r 

implementing $ 264.3 (a) or (e).or new *** 
resource legislation. 
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(2) Procedural matters describing how to 
make revisions may Include designating the 
aeency responsible for future planning, the 
method or time period lor review, and the 
method for modifying the plan, 

1-12. Implementation Arrangements, a. 
Each plan element should contain implemen¬ 
tation arrangements which describe the ac¬ 
tion necessary to take the plan from the 
conceptual state and place It In operation. 
Implementation arrangements are developed 
to provide for the most orderly and efficient 
creation of capital Improvements, manage¬ 
ment programs and a revision program. Im¬ 
plementation arrangements may include 
changes In agency responsibility, methods of 
funding, and the fulfillment or modification 
of legislative requirements and constraints. 
Implementation arrangements should also 
Include alternative arrangements which 
show how existing Institutions might be 
incorporated, modified if necessary, new in¬ 
stitutions created, or existing institutions 
abandoned in order to efficiently implement 
the plan. 

b. To provide the public with a choice, 
each final alternative urban water resource 
plan should contain at least two different 
sets of implementation arrangements. Each 
set of arrangements must take a distinctly 
different approach to Implement the plan. 
For instance, a single multifunction regional 
agency, a series of small, geographically de¬ 
fined agencies, or a series of smaller func¬ 
tionally defined agencies illustrates three 
different approaches. One set of implemen¬ 
tation arrangements may be suitable for 
more than one plan. Each of the implementa¬ 
tion arrangements will address— 

(1) Time phasing. 

(a) Of construction and associated design 
activities. 


(b) For initiation of management pro¬ 
grams. 

(c) For the revision program. 

(2) Total costs and cost-sharing arrange¬ 
ments. Special care must be taken to make 
sure that facilities for collection of run-off 
are Identified properly and that construction 
costs are appropriately allocated to waste- 
water management and to flood control and, 
further, that flood control and wastewater 
management costs are apportioned between 
Federal and non-Federal Interests. Close co¬ 
operation with EPA Is necessary to assure 
that the appropriate distinctions will be re¬ 
flected in the report. 

(3) Agency responsibilities for implemen¬ 
tation. 


1-13. Recommendations. Two alternative 
oourses of action exist regarding recommen¬ 
dations. They differ based upon whether or 
not a capital improvement is identical in all 
final alternative urban water resource plans 
Presented to the public, and whether or not 
the public has selected a "best” plan. Ir¬ 
respective of when a capital improvement is 
reoommended for authorization, established 
l* 01 ? 8 *°* En € Peer’s procedures regarding 
* or authorization and other 
requirements will be followed. 


a. IX there is an identical capital improve- 
a11 flnal alternatives, th< 
isttict Engineer may recommend that capi- 
nroc? rovement for authorization when h< 
presents the final alternatives to the public 
i l0e * assumln 8 that the capital im 
il an olement of the Corps’ traditions. 
„ ' The P ub ^ c ’ 8 choice of alternatives ii 
acttom Dtralne<1 by th ® District Engineer’! 


If thc ^Pttal improvements differ i 
t va « u° ntont or sc °P e among final alternf 
e urban water resource plans, or where a 
to S ?T ^P ltal improvement does not exb 
final alternatives, or further, where r 


public consensus exists on a single “best’* 
plan for implementation, the District Engi¬ 
neer may not recommend a capital improve 
ment for authorization until a plan has been 
selected by the public for implementation. 
In this instance, recommending prior to 
public choice of a plan would effectively 
constrain the public choice to accepting the 
plan which contains the recommended im¬ 
provement. The Corps’ Report presenting the 
final alternatives will only be In partial 
fulfillment of the study resolution until such 
time as the public selects a plan for imple¬ 
mentation; consequently, the District En¬ 
gineer’s Report is an ’’interim" report. After 
selection and approval of a plan by the appro¬ 
priate publics the District Engineer may 
review the selected plan, and recommend for 
authorization those capital improvements 
within the Corps’ traditional role. This rec¬ 
ommendation will complete the District En¬ 
gineer’s response to the study resolution. 

CHAPTER 3 

The Planning Process 

1-14. Purpose. The Principles and Stand¬ 
ards for Planning Water and Related Land 
Resources establish basic Federal policy ap¬ 
plicable to water resources planning. This 
chapter presents a general description of the 
planning process that is required in all 
urban studies to reflect § 264.3(e), 

1-16. General Planning Principles. Plan 
formulation and evaluation is predicated on 
four planning principles which must be inte¬ 
grated into the conduct of an urban study. 

a. Public involvement and agency coordina¬ 
tion must be carried out throughout the 
study. Continuous interaction is paramount 
to the urban srtudy effort in order to inform 
the public as to the nature and scope of the 
study and to elicit their input and feedback. 

b. A sustained program of institutional 
analysis is essential. This will be undertaken 
to set forth the ways and means for imple¬ 
menting any plan which is selected. 

c. The overall urban study planning process 
must be flexible and sensitive to accommo¬ 
date changing conditions. Information, and 
policies. Plan formulation and evaluation will 
be conducted in an iterative manner in which 
the planning tasks are repeated, or Iterated, 
a number of times. 

d. Because of the complex issues involved, 
the urban studies must be conducted by an 
interdisciplinary planning team. A wide 
variety of professional skills and view points 
should be involved in a complementary man¬ 
ner throughout the study. 

1-16. Stages of Plan Development. Urban 
studies will be undertaken in three time- 
phased stages covering 36 months. This short 
time period is necessary to meet the dead¬ 
lines of 5 264.3(e) as well as to keep the 
plans relevant in light of rapidly changing 
urban problems. The planning process is 
divided into three stages to facilitate man¬ 
agement by specifying at least three points 
for monitoring study progress and scope 
while providing for the orderly development 
of plans. Each stage has specific study out¬ 
puts. These are intended to provide for the 
sequential review of study progress and to 
serve as a basis for making decisions about 
the nature, scope, and direction of the study 
effort. 

a. Stage 1—The Plan of Study. This stage 
should be accomplished in 6-8 months. This 
stage should result In a clear Indication of 
the scope of the urban study, the precise 
study area planning objectives it will pursue, 
specific constraints that have been identified, 
and how subsequent planning activities will 
be handled. The product of this stage will 
be the sections entitled, "Stage 1 Study Re¬ 
sults’’ and ".Plan of Study Coordination" of 


the Plan of Study document. Additional in¬ 
formation on these and other sections of the 
Plan of Study is contained in Part Two, 
Chapter 1. 

b. Stage 2—Development of Intermediate 
Plans. This stage should be accomplished in 
10-12 months. This stage concentrates on a 
more thorough analysis of the problems, as 
well as the development of a preliminary 
range of solutions to the problems. It is not 
inconceivable that more than 50 alternatives 
will be developed in this stage at a very 
gross level of detail. Those showing promise 
may be carried forward, while others may 
be discarded due to adverse public reaction, 
or engineering or other reasons. The initial 
development of alternatives should not be 
unduly constrained. Plans developed which 
are contrary to existing public preferences 
permit a comparison showing the social, en¬ 
vironmental. and financial cost of the prefer¬ 
ences. A public reassessment of their prefer¬ 
ences may result In a changing of those pref¬ 
erences to accommodate new or innovative 
concepts. The product of this stage should be 
the preparation of the draft Background In¬ 
formation Appendix, and a chronological 
draft of the Plan Formulation Appendix 
covering the first 16 to 20 months of the 
study. Analysis of these documents by all 
study participants. Division, and HQDA 
(DAEN-CWP) WASH DC 20314 should form 
the basis for decisions regarding how plan¬ 
ning should be accomplished in Stage 3. A 
detailed description of the contents of these 
appendices is contained in Part One, Chap¬ 
ter 5. 

c. Stage 3—Development of Final Plans. 
This stage should be accomplished in 16-20 
months. This stage concentrates on develop¬ 
ing an Increasing level of detail on a de¬ 
creasing number of alternative urban water 
resource plans. The reduction in the number 
of plans under consideration is accomplished 
through public involvement. The level of 
detail associated with the flnal plans should 
be comparable between capital Improvements 
associated with the same water resource func¬ 
tion, such as navigation, however, the level 
of detail associated with wastewater man¬ 
agement may be different than the level of 
detail associated with navigation whereas all 
navigation improvements have the same 
level of detail. The level of detail for water 
resource functions that are part of the Corps’ 
traditional role Is determined by the Engineer 
Regulations concerning project author iza- 
tion.The level of detail for wastewater man¬ 
agement is determined by EPA regulations 
and guidance. The product of Stage 3 is the 
final study report. A detailed description of 
this document is contained in Part One, 
Chapter 5. 

1-17. Planning Tasks . Planning will be 
conducted by carrying out four functional 
planning tasks during each of the three 
stages of plan development. These tasks are 
problem identification, fornuilation of al¬ 
ternatives, impact assessment, and evalua¬ 
tion. It may be necessary and even desirable 
to repeat or Iterate these tasks a number of 
times during any one stage. Succeeding itera¬ 
tions should reflect an increasing level of 
effort, detail, and refinement. In addition, 
iterations also provide for incorporating ad¬ 
ditional Information and for broadening the 
scope of the urban study as it progresses. 
Table 1-1 sets forth the relationship be¬ 
tween the tasks and the three plan develop¬ 
ment stages. 

a. Problem Identification. The purpose of 
problem identification is to identify the range 
of problems the study effort will address and 
to establish the study area planning objec¬ 
tives for the urban study. The planning ob¬ 
jectives provide the direction for formulation 
of alternative plans and form the basis for 
assessing and evaluating alternatives. Prob- 
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lem identification Involves the following ac¬ 
tivities: 

(1) Identify public concerns. 

(2) Analyze resource management prob¬ 
lems. 

(3) Define the study area. 

(4) Describe the base condition. 

(5) Project future conditions. 

(6) Establish study area planning objec¬ 
tives. 

b. Formulation of Alternatives. The pur¬ 
pose of formulating alternative plans 13 to 
develop and design complete urban water 


resource management systems which satisfy 
the planning objectives. Where urban studies 
include wastewater management as a compo¬ 
nent, it is likely that wastewater manage¬ 
ment measures would be the keystone of the 
formulation effort. Formulation Involves the 
following activities: 

(1) Identify the full range of resource 
management measures available for problem 
solution, Including measures favored by rep¬ 
resentative segments of the public. 

(2) Categorize applicable non-structural 
measures. 




TABLE 1—1. Relationship of Planning Stages ami Tasks 


(3) Categorize applicable structural meas¬ 
ures. 

(4) Develop plans by combining measures. 

(5) Consider plans of public. 

c. Impact Assessment. The purpose of im¬ 
pact. or effect, assessment is to identify and 
measure the changes expected to result from 
different alternative plans. Impacts are iden¬ 
tified by comparing all the components of an 
alternative plan to the base condition of the 
region to determine the economic, social, and 
environmental changes from the condition 
that are expected to occur with the plan. Im¬ 
pact assessment involves the following ac¬ 
tivities: 

< 1) Categorize the sources of Impacts, such 
as inputs, outputs or facilities. 

(2) Identify and trace impacts. 

(3) Specify incidence of impacts, includ¬ 
ing spatial distribution, and when they will 
occur. 

(4) Measure impacts. 

d. Evaluation. The purpose of evaluation 
Is to determine how well the alternative ur¬ 
ban water resources plans achieve the plan¬ 
ning objectives, and how the plans affect 
other related problems. Evaluation provides 
the basis for trading off among the alterna¬ 
tives so that recommended actions can be 
made. Evaluating alternative urban study 
plans is contingent upon reflecting publicly- 
held values to determine which are the bene¬ 
ficial and adverse aspects of each plan. Eval¬ 
uation involves the following activities: 

(1) Categorize impacts. 

(2) Label NED and EQ plans. 

(3) Determine the Federal interest. 

(4) Apply other Federal evaluation cri¬ 
teria. 

(5) Perform tradeoff analysis, in part 
through public Involvement. 

(6) Specify basis for next iteration. 


chapter 4 

Organizing for an Urban Study 

1-18. Purpose. The success of an urban 
study is largely affected by the organization 
of the study team, their consultants, and the 
Plan of Study (POS) that will direct their 
efforts. It is imperative that the study team 
consist of personnel capable of addressing 
the regional problems In an Innovative. 
Imaginative, and skillful, manner. Consult¬ 
ants must be selected on the basis of their 
ability to address the complex urban water 
problems with Imaginative solutions. The 
Plan of Study should be sound enough to 
guide the entire study effort, and yet be as 
flexible as necessary to adapt to changes as 
they arise in the course of the study. 

1-19. The Study Team . a. Field offices con¬ 
ducting urban studies should develop an or¬ 
ganization which includes the following 
expertise: 

(1) Study Management. Assigned personnel 
are concerned with the efficient conduct of 
the study Including the allocation of funds 
and personnel (Including consultants) to as¬ 
sure a balanced, acceptable study. They are 
also responsible for the monitoring of study 
progress to insure timely completion of 
tasks, adherence to established policy and 
guidance, and the execution of a quality pub¬ 
lic involvement program. 

(2) Plan Formulation. Assigned personnel 
are responsible for formulating alternative 
urban water resource plans In accordance 
with procedures and philosophies contained 
in this regulation. Plan formulation includes 
Interpreting the problems, issues, and con¬ 
cerns of the public, articulating water re¬ 
source planning objectives and defining sys¬ 
tem outputs based upon the expressed prob¬ 
lems, issues, and concerns. Plans are formula¬ 


ted from the range of resource management 
measures which Include policies, program* 
technologies, engineering inputs, institu¬ 
tional arrangements and implementation 
schemes. Assigned personnel must be capa¬ 
ble of combining the partial inputs rrom the 
following three areas of expertise to produce 
balanced, publicly acceptable, plans. 

(3) Technical Systems Design. Assigned 
personnel are responsible for the design of 
component technical portions (capital lm. 
provements) of the alternative plans formu¬ 
lated. These component technical portion* 
must be properly designed and properly 
arranged In sequence to meet system out¬ 
puts and planning constraints. Technical sys¬ 
tems design will predominately respond to. 
and be guided by, material developed in the 
plan formulation area. 

(4) Impact Assessment and Evaluation. As¬ 
signed personnel are responsible for Identify¬ 
ing and measuring the impacts of each 
system on the existing and future regional 
profiles and the wide range of comprehensive 
urban planning objectives. Impact assess¬ 
ment also involves Interpreting the expressed 
problems, issues, and concerns of the people 
and articulating water resource planning 
objectives. Evaluation includes summarizing 
the evaluative responses of the public and 
assisting the plan formulation and technical 
system design specialists In the modification 
and refinement of plans and plan components 
based on the responses. 

(5) Public Involvement and Institutional 
Analysis. Assigned personnel are responsible 
for formulating and coordinating the execu¬ 
tion of the public Involvement program. Per¬ 
sonnel are also responsible for identifying 
and analyzing the institutions affected by 
each plan, developing the necessary plan or 
Institutional modifications, and assisting in 
the development of Implementation strate¬ 
gies. 

b. The District Study Team. Districts 
should organize an Interdisciplinary team 
which has not other duties. Ideally, one spe¬ 
cialist, or more as necessary, should be as¬ 
signed to each area of expertise described In 
para a, above. The designated team leader 
should report directly to the Chief of Plan¬ 
ning Branch or Planning Division, as appro¬ 
priate. It Is envisioned that a high level of 
Involvement of the District Engineer or his 
deputy or designated assistant will be re¬ 
quired on a day-to-day basis. Staff support 
for the interdisciplinary team will have to 
be provided promptly by other planning, en¬ 
gineering. and administrative elements when 
needed. Where a District has more than one 
urban study, certain specialists may work on 
more than one study. However, a separate 
Study Manager and Plan Formulation 
Specialist for each study Is recommended. 

c. Division Offices. Each Division with one 
or more urban studies will need an Urban 
Studies Program Coordinator and a small 
staff set out as an Urban Studies Branch. 
The Special Studies Branch can be designa¬ 
ted If such a branch exists. This is seen to be 
a full-time effort in Divisions where Urban 
Studies are underway. While Divisions shall 
remain responsible for reporting study 
progress to OCE, more frequent communica¬ 
tion between Division coordinators Is essen¬ 
tial to keep other Divisions apprised of study 
progress. Division Program Coordinators 
should perform the following tasks 

(1) Monitor study progress to ach ie ^ 
timely completion of studies within 38 
months after funding: 

(2) Disseminate pertinent information de¬ 
veloped during the course of a study whicn 
may be of particular value to other Corps 
offices. The value may be in potential ftp" 
plication of the data by another Corps office, 
or obtaining an expedited informal review 
Information disseminated may include ria 
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Of Study, contractor scopes-of-work and re- 
_orts public involvement documents, and 
Jtudy reports. Information should be selec¬ 
tively furnished to— 

(a) Other Districts in the Division, 
b) Other Division Program Coordinators. 
Jo) Respective OCE Reports Management 
Branches, who should receive a copy of every¬ 
thing sent to either (a) or (b) above. 

(3) Developing requests for training and 
dio vide training or request HQDA (DAEN- 
CWP) WASH DC 20314 to provide training. 

(4) Co-ordinating and conducting "on¬ 
board” reviews of urban studies. 

(5) Monitoring funding obligations and 
expenditures. 

1-20. Consultants a. Districts may elect to 
use consultants to augment in-house ex¬ 
pertise, to provide expertise unavailable 
within the Corps, or to gain added familiarity 
with the study area. Included as potential 
consultants are— 

(1) Separate Class n Activities of the 
Army such as the Cold Regions Research and 
Engineering Laboratory (CRREL), the Water¬ 
ways Experiment Station (WES), the Hydro- 
logic Engineering Center (HEC), and In¬ 
stitute for Water Resources (IWR). 

(2) Other Federal and Regional Agencies. 

(3) Private architectural-engineering 
firms. 

(4) Citizens having requisite special skills. 

b. The preparation of the Plan of Study 
Is an orientation period for the study team. 
Because the POS provides guidance for the 
entire study and Involves mandatory coor¬ 
dination, the study team will write the POS. 
However, this does not preclude the use of 
consultants to provide background data and 
information necessary for the Corps to write 
a POS. 

c. Prior to contracting for the acquisition 
of a specific area of expertise, careful con¬ 
sideration should be given to the alternative 
of developing this expertise in-house. Where 
additional future urban studies or other pre- 
authorization studies with similar procedural 
requirements are contemplated, additional 
training for Corps personnel may be not only 
oost-effectlve, but also advantageous to pro¬ 
fessional skill development. 

d. During Stages 1 and 2 of the study, the 
main emphasis is on problem identification 
and public Involvement. During these stages, 
contracts to supplement the in-house ex¬ 
pertise in the above areas may be valuable. 
While most baseline data on water resource 
problems should be available, limited con¬ 
tracts to obtain baseline data for infiltration/ 
Inflow analyses may be executed at the be¬ 
ginning of Stage 2. Planning during the first 
two stages should incorporate in-house tech¬ 
nical systems design expertise in -the formu¬ 
lation of alternatives. It would be Imprudent 
to contract for technical systems design (en¬ 
gineering) expertise until after Stage 2 is 
essentially complete. Contracting for this 
scale of expertise during the initial two 
stages is considered to be an inefficient ex¬ 
penditure of funds, and It could deprive 
District personnel of the opportunity for 
effective participation in the study. 

e. A conscious effort should be made to 
limit the total amount of an urban study 
which is accomplished by contract. This is 
particularly important in the wastewater 
Management portion of an urban study be¬ 
cause this represents a new area in which 
the Corps should acquire in-house ex¬ 
pertise. In contracting out portions of an ur- 
oan study, particularly wastewater manage¬ 
ment, the following considerations should be 
observed— 

U) The Corps must reserve for itself the 
responsibility for comparing and evaluating 


alternative resource management elements 
to assure that wastewater management 
planning is integrated with planning for the 
Corps’ traditional roles. 

(2) Different contractors should be used to 
develop alternative measures for wastewater 
management utilizing land treatment and 
plant-type treatment. While consideration 
of the technical system outputs and resource 
requirements of these measures is inherent 
in the formulation of alternatives, ultimate¬ 
ly, the Corps will have to verify the technical 
and engineering adequacy of each plan de¬ 
veloped. as well as verify the full range of 
impacts caused by the system outputs and 
resource requirements. Utilizing more than 
one consultant will preclude any appearance 
of bias toward one measure at the expense 
of the others. 

f. Prior to contracting for the development 
of methodologies such as a new method of 
impact assessment or a new method of ana¬ 
lyzing institutions, Districts should ascer¬ 
tain whether other Corps elements have de¬ 
veloped useful methodologies. OCE has de¬ 
veloped methodologies for plan formulation, 
evaluation, and institutional analysis. These 
are available in all Corps offices with Civil 
Works planning responsibilities. Work com¬ 
pleted a year or two earlier may be satis¬ 
factorily applied to a new study. In like 
manner, ongoing developments may be 
shared by more than one District If costs are 
appropriately shared. Where more than one 
District in a Division surfaces the same need, 
the respective Division should consider co¬ 
ordinating the effort. Where several Divisions 
surface the same need, HQDA (DAEN-CWP) 
WASH DC 20314 will consider coordinating 
the effort. In both cases, equitable sharing of 
costs may permit all partners, and the Corps 
in general, to realize far greater returns on 
their accumulated investment than a series 
of small, redundant efforts would permit. 

1-21, The Plan of Study, a. Preparation of 
the Plan of Study (POS) Is the first major 
substantive task to be undertaken in the 
conduct of an urban study. The POS is a 
multiple-party agreement that specifies the 
scope of the study, describes an initial set 
of problems, Issues, and concerns to be ad¬ 
dressed, and delineates the anticipated pub¬ 
lic involvement program strategy. As such, 
it serves as a planning and management tool. 
It should specify who will do each portion 
of the study, when each part will be done, 
and how the total effort will be managed. 
A detailed discussion of format and content 
is contained in Part Two, Chapter 1. 

b. The Plan of Study, as the first major 
study output, 6hould serve as a focal point 
for the initiation of the public Involvement 
program. The POS will describe how the 
public will be involved in the study, and 
should provide the vehicle for Initial con¬ 
tacts with the public. Part Two. Chapter 2 
•*A Public Involvement Program”, contains 
Information that is useful for planning and 
executing an effective public involvement 
program in the study region. 

c. Table 1-2 contains a guide to allocating 
efforts in a Plan of Study for an urban study. 
These effort component breakdowns are 
based upon experience with the Pilot Waste- 
water Management Program. "Effort” as used 
in this appendix, refers to person-years of 
work multiplied by the annual cost of em¬ 
ploying a person with that specific expertise 
for one year. "Total Combined Efforts” In¬ 
clude all Corps efforts plus all other Federal 
efforts plus all non-Federal efforts plus all 
non-Corps of Engineer dollars disbursed In 
lieu of providing effort. 


Table 1-2.— Conceptual combined effort break - 
down for a S-year study period 


Percent of total 
combined efforts 


Effort component 

Low 

Average High 

1 . 

Preparation of a plan of 

study _ 

Plan formulation and 

q 

6 

7 

2 . 




evaluation : 
a. Problem identifica¬ 





tion 

7 

9 

11 


b. Formulation of alter¬ 



30 


natives _ - - 

20 

25 


c. Impact assessment 



30 


and evaluation__ 

20 

25 


d. Public Involvement 





mu! Institutional 
studies 

19 

21 

23 

3. 

Study documentation 


mid report prej»ara- 
tion _ - 

8 

10 

12 

4. 

Study management—— 

3 

4 

5 


Total_ 


100 



CHAPTER 5 

d. The Plan of Study may require modifi¬ 
cation once the study Is initiated for any 
number of reasons. Changes should be based 
upon mutual agreement by the parties allied 
In the Plan of Study, aaid documented in the 
Plan Formulation Appendix. 

Study Reports and Documentation 

1-22. Purpose, a. This chapter provides 
guidance for preparation and distribution 
of Urban Studies Program Study Reports. 
This chapter also briefly discusses the report 
review process. This chapter supersedes 
§ 264.3(h) as it would apply to the Urban 
Studies Program. 

b. The documents required under this 
chapter can be divided into the Summary 
Report with Appendices and Ancillary docu¬ 
ments required to accompany the Study Re¬ 
port. Special reports prepared during the 
conduct of an urban study furnished to 
6tates or to other study participants for 
satisfying non-Corps of Engineers' require¬ 
ments do not have to follow these guidelines. 
For example, a special report may be devel¬ 
oped part way through the study to enable 
a state to satisfy a 5 264.3(a) requirement. 
This report would have to satisfy an EPA 
format. 

1-23. Report Organization and Content. 
The Study Report will consist of a separate 
summary document and supporting appen¬ 
dices as outlined in Table 1-3. Deviation 
from this format must be approved by HQDA 
(DAEN-CWP) WASH DC 20314 prior to writ¬ 
ing the report. 

a. The Summary Report should be a well- 
illustrated document written by Corps per¬ 
sonnel for the non-technical reader, and de¬ 
signed to be read In an hour or less. The 
document should essentially be a summary 
of the Plan Formulation Appendix. It should 
describe the study area highlighting prob¬ 
lems, issues, and concerns, explain how the 
study was conducted, explain the final alter¬ 
natives including a summary of impacts and 
present the final recommendations. 

b. Primary Appendixes. (1) The Back¬ 
ground Information Appendix provides a 
discussion of the existing regional profile and 
the desired future condition(s), and an iden¬ 
tification of the specific problems, issues, 
needs and concerns to which solutions may 
be addressed. 

(2) The Plan Formulation Appendix docu¬ 
ments the articulation of significant regional 
problems, concerns, Issues, and planning ob¬ 
jectives, the formulation of alternative ur- 
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ban water resource plans, the design of com¬ 
ponent systems. Impact assessment, evalua¬ 
tion, and iterative planning process. Also 
contained are implementation arrangements, 
a comparison of final alternative plans and 
their Impacts. A summary of the public in¬ 
volvement program shall include a discus¬ 


sion of how it Interacted with the planning 
process. This appendix, summarizing the spe¬ 
cialty appendices is the key to the entire 
report. Throughout the text of the report, 
as decisions are described, the reasons for 
making each decision should be fully 
explained. 


TABLE 1-3. Study Report Organization ami Content 



<3) The Comments Appendix documents 
the views of interested parties based on their 
review of the draft Study Report. 

c. Specialty Appendixes. (1) The Design 
and Cost Appendix contains the technical 
detail supporting the engineering aspects of 
system components. As a minimum, the 
following items should be Included for each 
system developed— 

(a) All assumptions used. 

(b) A description of all unit processes and 
components considered for Inclusion and the 
reasons for acceptance or rejection. 

(c) A range of the technical effectiveness 
and reliability for each engineered 
component. 

(d) Schematics showing final configura¬ 
tion of engineered components, including 
projected performance of each component. 

(e) All design parameters used. 

(f) All cost curves or other estimating de¬ 
vices used. Including how they were 
developed. 

(g) An annotated bibliography. 

(2) The Impact Assessment and Evalua¬ 
tion Appendix presents a rationale which 
illustrates how and why alternatives were 
accepted, reformulated, or rejected. The 
methodology used should be explained In 
sufficient detail to permit the readers to 
Justify the impacts presented or form their 
own opinion as to what the impact should be. 
The use of a matrix in the final report In and 
of itself is acceptable only as a means of 
presenting verbal Information in an orga¬ 
nized manner. Mathematical matrices are 
Inadequate as the only tool for measuring 
the Impacts of alternative plans. In like 
manner, an arbitrary number range such as 
plus five to minus five, is inadequate for 
assessment or evaluation purposes and should 
not be used in any display. The use of such 
generalized values precludes meaningful 
comparison of the significance and specificity 
of impacts. 


(3) The Institutional Analysis Appendix 
contains an analysis of the interaction of all 
the plans considered on existing or proposed 
institutions and organizations. It should in¬ 
clude a delineation of proposed institutional 
and organizational modifications and/or 
conversely, how the plan was subsequently 
modified to accommodate the institution. 
Additionally, the rejection of plans based 
upon institutional or organizational prob¬ 
lems should be discussed. 

(4) The Public Involvement Appendix 
documents the chronological development 
and execution of the public involvement 
program. This program is assumed to begin 
prior to the development of the Plan of 
Study and to end with the final series of 
public meetings. This appendix should in¬ 
clude an analysis of the public involvement 
program and the publics' response to it, 
modifications to the program based on pub¬ 
lic response and acceptance, and modification 
or rejection of plans based on public 
response. 

d. The format and content described above 
enables all appendixes exoept the Comments 
Appendix to be written separately, providing 
for continuous drafting and review as the 
study progress. Though the appendixes are 
written concurrently, the overall relationship 
between them as outlined In Table 1-3, must 
be maintained. Continuous drafting assures 
that information is continuously available 
to all study participants for decision-making. 
Continuous drafting also precludes the ne¬ 
cessity for a time-consuming writing effort 
at the conclusion of the study period. Docu¬ 
mentation of many events that may have 
occurred up to 35 months earlier is very diffi¬ 
cult. For example, the Background Informa¬ 
tion Appendix can be completed and avail¬ 
able for Informal review in Stage 2 because 
it provides the necessary definition of the 
existing regional profile from which all plan 
formulation proceeds. An exception Is the 


Comments Appendix which Is designed to 
contain information received after the draft 
Study Report is distributed. 

e. Because the urban study is the ultimate 
responsibility of the Corps of Engineers it 
Is strongly recommended that the appendixes 
be written by Corps personnel with a single 
individual overseeing the preparation of the 
entire report to achieve uniformity in style 
and sensitivity to Corps policy. Any consult¬ 
ant's report should be attached as an annex 
to an appendix to reference technical infor¬ 
mation. A consultant's report should not 
comprise the appendix. 

1-24. Ancillary Documents. These docu¬ 
ments are not generally Included In the 
Study Report, but accompany that report 
when formally transmitted to HQDA (DAEN- 
BR) Ft. Bel voir, VA 22060 by the District 
Engineer. These documents essentially fall 
into three categories, depending on their 
purpose and use. These categories are— 

a. Documents prepared in the course of a 
study for public use at public meetings. 

b. Documents for internal review by HQDA 
(DAEN-BR) Ft. Belvoir. VA 22060 that can¬ 
not be developed until the study is essential 
complete. Documents In this category in¬ 
clude, but are not limited to. the District 
Engineer’s letter of transmittal, notice and 
mailing list for each public meeting, public 
notice of report and its mailing list, and 
window shade display maps or slides. 

c. Any document that requires coordina¬ 
tion and review prior to study completion. 
At the present time, only the Environmental 
Statement is Included in this category. A 
revised draft Environmental Statement for 
those aspects of the publicly selected plan 
which the District Engineer may recommend 
for authorization under existing study au¬ 
thorities of the Corps of Engineers will ac¬ 
company the Study Report when It Is sub¬ 
mitted to HQDA (DAEN-BR) Ft. Belvoir. VA 
22060. and other Federal and non-Federal 
agencies for review. Consult ER 1105-2-507, 
§ 264.3(1) , for additional detail on environ¬ 
mental statements. 

1-25. Draft Report Review Process, a. ER 
18-2-2, § 264.3(f), establishes a series of mile¬ 
stones for preauthorization studies to facili¬ 
tate intensive management. ER 1106-2-10. 

9 264.3(g), establishes two on-board review 
conferences: Checkpoint I at Milestone 04 
and Checkpoint n at Milestone 06. The 
Checkpoint I conferences will be held near 
the end of Stage 2. The Checkpoint II con¬ 
ference will be held near the end of Stage 3. 
ER 1105-3-10 specifies certain specific infor¬ 
mation which Is to be furnished to all the 
participants In each of these two conference* 
prior to the conference. 

b. Continuous drafting of the study report 
as described in para 1-23.d. will result In the 
completion of the Background Information 
Appendix part way through Stage 2. Simi¬ 
larly, continuous drafting will document the 
planning process and the results of the first 
two stages in the Plan Formulation Appen¬ 
dix. These two documents, if properly pre¬ 
pared, should satisfy the majority of the in¬ 
formation required for the Checkpoint L 
Milestone 04 conference. These document*, 
and other prepared for the Checkpoint i. 
Milestone 04 conference Is necessary, shorn 
serve as the foundation for public Involve¬ 
ment at this stage. However, a separate docu¬ 
ment may have to be prepared for pu 
dissemination. 

c. As noted in ER 1105-2-10. the _ draft 
Study Report may serve as the majority 
the Information to be furnished prior to 
Checkpoint n. Milestone 06 conference.now- 
ever, a separate summary of policy P r0 ~ e ^ 
and issues, and controversy will have t 
prepared especially for this conference. 
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d The District Engineer’s Report for an 
urban study will follow the same review proc¬ 
ess as s traditional survey scope study report. 

l 26 Draft Report Review Coordination. 
ER 1120-2-112, $ 264.30). will be followed to 
assure that the potential Impacts of the al¬ 
ternatives are recognized by all Federal and 
non-Federal agencies. Field offices should use 
the latest version of OMB Circular A-95, pub¬ 
lished in 38 FR 32874. An earlier edition of 
this circular was attached as an appendix to 
ER 1120-2-112. 

Part Two 


CHAPTER 1 

The Plan of Study ( POS) 

2-1. Purpose. The purpose of this annex is 
to establish a general format and content for 
plans of Study to be prepared under the Ur¬ 
ban Studies Program. Included are examples 
of tables and schedules to be incorporated in 
the POS. Single purpose wastewater manage¬ 
ment planning studies conducted by the 
Corps of Engineers under either Congres¬ 
sional resolution or pursuant to section 208 
of S 264.3a will also follow this format and 
content. 

2-2. Plan of Study Objectives. Bach POS 
should fulfill three objectives. 

a. Document the planning efforts of Stage 

1 . 

b. Provide a tool to facilitate study man¬ 
agement and review of study progress. 

c. Serve as an agreement of participation 
by all pertinent Federal and non-federal 
agencies and other publics concurring In Its 
content. 

2-3. Elements of a Plan of Study. Each 
POS should have the same format to facili¬ 
tate review and comparability. Accordingly, 
each POS should contain the following four 

sections. 

a. Justification for the Study. 

b. Stage l Study Results. 

c. Study Effort Allocation. 

d. Plan of Study Coordination. 

2-4. Justification for the Study. This sec¬ 
tion of the POS should contain the follow¬ 
ing three subsections. 

a. Introduction. The introduction should 
briefly explain the purpose of the POS and 
the relationship of the POS to study partic¬ 
ipants. 

b. Authority. The authority for making 
the study should be briefly stated. Copies of 
resolutions should be Included as an ap¬ 
pendix to the POS. 

c. Program Objectives. This subsection 
should explain the objectives of the Corps of 
Engineers’ Urban €tudles Program or single 
purpose wastewater or section 208 study as 
they broadly relate to the study area. 

2-5. Stage 1 Study Results. This section 
should report on the Initial stage of the 
6 tudy. It should provide a dynamic frame¬ 
work of substantive information upon which 
to structure the study. The framework is 
based upon a broad survey of Issues and con¬ 
cerns leading to preliminary definition and 
analysis of the problems. The public plays an 
essential role in providing this information. 
The following subsections should be in¬ 
cluded. 

a. Identification of the Study Area. A brief 
overview of the existing regional profile of 
the study area is essential. Additionally, 
reasons for selecting the boundaries of the 
study area should be discussed along with 
the relationship of the study area to sur¬ 
rounding areas. For instance, the quality and 
quantity of drainage waters originating up¬ 
stream may affect the study area as the 
drainage water flows through it. This cause- 
effect relationship should be discussed. 

b. Description of Existing Problems. A dis¬ 
cussion of the existing problems within the 
study area is necessary. Issues and concerns 


related both directly and Indirectly to water 
resources must be included. 

c. Statement of Study Planning Objec¬ 
tives. Based on the description of problems 
in the previous paragraph, preliminary water 
resources planning objectives should be 
identified. These should draw upon the Ur¬ 
ban Studies Program objectives, national 
planning objectives from S 264.3(e) and the 
existing local and regional objectives. All the 
above objectives and problems should be 
combined into a set of unified and concise 
study planning objectives. The specificity of 
these study planning objectives is important. 
Phrases such as ” waste water management” 
or “navigation” are insufficient. Rather, 
statements such as “Upgrade the wastewater 
management systems in the study area to 
meet the 1977, 1983, and 1985 goals of Pub. L. 
92-500” or “Reduce the incidence and 
amounts of damages resulting from flooding 

in the_Creek drainage area of City, 

State " are required. 

d. Current Planning and Related Data. In¬ 
cluded in this section should be a resume 
of planning activities currently under way or 
authorized within the study area by Fed¬ 
eral, State and local agencies. Sources of 
available data and pertinent reports should 
be shown. It is probable that much of this 
information will be obtained as a result of 
contacts made during coordination of the 
POS. 

e. Public Involvement Strategy. Because 
public involvement must begin as soon as 
the study is Initiated, the public involvement 
strategy for the entire study should be out¬ 
lined as soon as possible. Tentative dates for 
public meetings based on expected progress 
of the study should be developed. Prepara¬ 
tion of brochures, development of workships, 
and other activities for involving the public 
in the planning process also should be dis¬ 
cussed. All of this information should be in¬ 
cluded In this subsection. 

f. Institutional Arrangements. Basic in¬ 
formation on existing institutional arrange¬ 
ments should be Included. Significant au¬ 
thorities, spatial and functional responsibili¬ 
ties and Institutional relationships should 
be discussed to establish a basic framework 
and usable starting point for subsequent 
study and analysis. 

g. Study Management. Tills subsection 
must set forth the following information. 

(1) The POS must clearly specify who has 
the final authority for the administration 
and management of the study. Is it the Dis¬ 
trict Engineer, Chairman of the local Coun¬ 
cil of Governments, or other Federal or non- 
Federal agency representative? Irrespective 
of who has the final study authority, the 
District Engineer will retain the responsi¬ 
bility for the Corps portion of the total effort. 

(2) The POS must identify the day-to-day 
study manager. The members of the study 
team and their areas of expertise must also 
be identified. If members of other Federal or 
non-Federal agencies augment the study 
team, these persons should be identified. 

(3) Direct liaison with other Federal and 
non-Federal agencies should be documented. 
The study team’s polnts-of-contact at the 
working level in these other agencies should 
be identified. 

(4) The POS should contain a brief 
description of coordinating committees, or 
similar groups, which will be formed for the 
study. The description should Include a dis¬ 
cussion of how the inputs of these groups 
are going to be used, and whether these 
groups are going to act in an advisory, a 
managerial, or an administrative capcaity. 

(5) The POS should deary identify who is 
responsible for monitoring the progress .of 
the study and comparing progress to the 
time, cost, and work effort schedules set forth 


in the POS. The parties responsible for modi¬ 
fying, and the parties responsible for ap¬ 
proving any modifications to, the POS should 
also be identified. 

2-6. Study Effort Allocation. In order to 
serve as a tool to facilitate study manage¬ 
ment and review, a POS must contain 
tables which show the allocation of costs and 
efforts to specific work elements. To promote 
comparability, this paragraph specifies those 
tables. 

a. Major Work Items. The total study ef¬ 
fort should be broken down Into major work 
items. Examples of major work items are 
flood control and flood plain management, 
regional harbors and waterways, wastewater 
management, water supply management, and 
conservation of fish and wildlife resources. 
These major work Items will be categorized 
as— 

(1) Specific Work Tasks. Work tasks specify 
discrete duties to which costs or efforts may 
be allocated by Individual study participants. 
Specific work tasks are prescribed in Table 
2-4 (located at the end of this chapter) for 
the Wastewater Management major work 
item. These work tasks have been agreed up¬ 
on by the Corps, EPA, and the Office of Man¬ 
agement and Budget (OMB). Consequently, 
deviation from these shall not occur without 
the written approval of HQDA (DAEN- 
CWP) WASH DC 20314. Specific work tasks 
for other major work Items will vary from 
study to study. 

(2) Effort Components. Work tasks are 
grouped Into effort components which facili¬ 
tate study management and comparability. 
The effort components are displayed in Table 
2-1 (located at the end of this chapter). 
Table 1-2 shows the percentage of effort 
ranges considered acceptable for a balanced 
urban study. 

b. Scheduling of Work Tasks. Scheduling 
for the study must be based on the assump¬ 
tion that funding will be available to meet 
the required time frame and the most ef¬ 
ficient course of action spelled out. Selec¬ 
tion of the specific method of scheduling 
work tasks will be left to the reporting of¬ 
ficer; however, the method selected should 
establish priorities of activities and key 
check points in consonance with the pro¬ 
cedures contained in Part One, Chapters 2 
through 5. Where two or more study par¬ 
ticipants are responsible for a single work 
task, the completion date of each partici¬ 
pant’s share of the work task shall be en¬ 
tered in the tables. 

c. Study Costs. The total cost of each work 
task must be estimated and assigned to the 
responsible Federal or non-Federeal study 
participant. Where two or more participants 
are responsible for a work task, the total cost 
for the task will be split to illustrate each 
participant’s share. In the context of the 
tables, “Total costs” is equivalent to “total 
combined efforts,” defined in para 1-21.c. 

(1) Table Format, (a) Tables 2-1, 2-2, and 
2-3 (located at the end of this chapter) will 
be developed for each study. These tables 
summarize study effort allocation for ail 
urban study. Table 2-1 contains total study 
costs by major work items and effort com¬ 
ponent. Table 2-2 summarizes Federal and 
non-Federal efforts by major work item. 
Table 2-3 summarizes Federal and non-Fed¬ 
eral efforts by effort component. The right 
hand column of Table 2-2 should be Identi¬ 
cal to the bottom row of Table 2-1. The right 
hand column of Table 2-3 should be identical 
to the right hand column of Table 2-1. 

(b) A table Identical to Table 2-3 should 
be developed for each major work item. An 
example of a table for the major work item 
of Wastewater Management is labeled Table 
2-3a. Summarizing all of the entries in these 
tables for each major work item In the study 
will generate the Input for Tables 2-1, 2-2, 
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and 2-3. Consequently, these tables should 
be some of the first tables developed after 
the allocated study cost. Table 2-6, Is de¬ 
termined. 

(c) A specific series of tables. Table 2-^4 will 
be developed only for the wastewater man¬ 
agement major work item. The row and 
columnar headings and "Work Element/De¬ 
scriptions" in the POS must be identical to 
those contained In Table 2-4, because of 
para 2-6.a.(l). 

(d) A series of seven tables. Table 2-5, 
for each major work item shall be developed 
if formally requested on a case-bv-case basis 
of HQDA (DAEN-CWP-U). WASH DC 20314. 
In no case shall the format of Table 2-5 be 
used as a substitute for the format specified 
for wastewater management in Table 2-4. 
However, Table 2-5 for wastewater manage¬ 
ment may be required In additton to Table 
2—4. 

(2) Cost Allocation. Particular attention 
must be given to allocating wastewater man¬ 
agement costs, because of the potential which 
wastewater management has for concurrently 
solving other urban water resource prob¬ 
lems. The oost to be allocated to wastewater 
management shall be based on an equitable 
distribution of total urban study costs among 
all major work Items. The procedure to be 
followed In allocating the urban study costs 
to each major work Item Is a modified form of 
the Separable Costs-Remaining Benefits 
(SCRB) method now being used for project 
construction oost allocation. In no case shall 
any other procedure be used without specific 
written approval from HQDA (DAEN-CWP), 
WASH DC 20314. The above shall not be con¬ 
strued to supersede or replace existing project 
cost allocation procedures. Table 2-6 (located 
at the end of this chapter) shall be used to 
allocate urban study costs as follows: 

(a) The single purpose study cost for each 
major work Item, xi, without regard for any 
multiple purpose problem solutions Is esti¬ 
mated and entered in line 1. 

(b) Estimate the cost to solve all major 
work items through multiple purpose plan¬ 
ning. This is the total urban study cost 
(USC). The USC is the total estimated cost 
of the study to include Federal and non- 
Federal efforts. 

(c) For each major work item, xi. estimate 
the cost to solve all other remaining x 
through multiple-purpose planning. Enter 
this value, (N-l). In line 2. 

(d) The separable study cost of each major 
work item Is estimated and entered in Une 3. 
The separable cost for each major work item, 
xi. is determined by subtracting from the 
USC. the oost estimated in line 2. above. 

(e) The individual remaining study cost 
is the difference between the single purpose 
study costs, line 1, and the separable study 
costs, line 3. This value is entered in line 4. 

(f) The ratio of the remaining study co6t 
for each major work Item. xl. line 4. to the 
sum of all remaining study costs, w, is cal¬ 
culated and entered in line 5. 

(g) The total Joint study oost, y, is the 
difference between the USC and the sum of 
all separable costs, v. 

(h) The total Joint study costs, y. is dis¬ 
tributed to each xi by multiplying’ y times 
the ratio of remaining study cost for each xl, 
Une 5, and Is entered in line 6. 

(i) The allocated study cost for each major 
work item is the sum of the separable cost. 


line 3. and the Individual Joint study coet, 
line 6. for each major work item. The allo¬ 
cated study coet for each xi is entered in 
line 7. The allocated study cost for each major 
work item should be entered in the bottom 
line of Table 2—1, the right hand column 
of Table 2-2. and the lower right entry in 
Tables 2-3a.b,..., t. 

(J) The total allocated study cost, z. must 
be equal to the total urban study oost. USC. 
This Is a useful check on the cost allocation 
process. 

(k) Table 2-6 should not be reproduced In 
the POS. Its primary value is as a worksheet 
for the cost allocation process. Table 2-6, 
along with the supporting tables used to gen¬ 
erate the estimates, will be kept in the files 
of the study office. Tills information should 
be available for review at the second OCE 
and Division review meeting held after be¬ 
ginning the POS. Table 2-4 may be used to 
assist Corps planners in the development 
of single purpose costs for wastewater man¬ 
agement. Other major work Items are tradi¬ 
tional Corps roles and should present much 
less of a problem than the Initial single pur¬ 
pose wastewater management cost deriva¬ 
tion. Completing the wastewater single pur¬ 
pose estimate first will also save effort in 
developing (N-l) costs, subpara(b). above. 
Based on total allocated costs for wastewater 
management, line 7 Table 2-6. the single 
purpose entries can be modified to multiple 
purpose entries for inclusion in the POS. 

(3) Eligible Costs. Certain types of funds 
may not be used to make up the required 
non-Federal contributions to the wastewater 
component of urban studies. The non-Fed- 
eral share may be in terms of services, efforts, 
and/or cash contributions. Other Federal 
funds may not be used to make up any part 
of the non-Federal participation. Revenue- 
shared funds are not considered Federal 
Funds for this purpose. The non-Federal 
share must represent additional new effort 
specifically required in the conduct of the 
study. For example, the non-Federal share 
shall not Include costs of data already col¬ 
lected or normally to be collected for an 
ongoing program, nor shall it include funds 
used for matching other Federal grants. 

(4) Non-Federal Share Costs for Waste- 
water Management. Those non-Federal ef¬ 
forts which are Included as separable costs 
under the wastewater management column 
on Table 2-6 are countable for cost-sharing 
purposes. Those non-Federal efforts included 
as separable costs under any other major 
work Item except wastewater management 
on Table 2-6 are not countable for cost¬ 
sharing purpose. Those efforts which are in¬ 
cluded In the joint study costs are countable 
for cost-sharing purposes only up to the 
amount of the Joint study costs allocated 
to wastewater management. The sum of the 
countable non-Federal efforts described 
above must be greater than or equal to 25 
percent of the allocated study cost for waste- 
water management, line 7 on Table 2-6. 

2-7. Plan of Study Coordination. This sec¬ 
tion of the POS must reflect in detail, the 
coordination and public Involvement that 
has taken place during POS preparation. The 
following subsections will be Included. 

a. Stage 1 Public Involvement. This sub¬ 
section should document the development 
and execution of the Stage 1 Public Involve¬ 
ment Program. It should set forth what the 
public Involvement hoped to accomplish, how 


the involvement was executed, and the modi, 
fleations In the Involvement program that 
may have been necessary to accomplish ih* 
desired end. 

b. Agency Approval. When completed the 
POS will essentially represent a formal agree, 
ment with the other participants in the 
study. Therefore, work tasks, schedules and 
cost allocations, particularly for wastewater 
management, will be coordinated with all 
study participants. Letters of assurance sh^ n 
he obtained from each and every study 
participant which confirm that efforts and 
costs allocated In the tables to specific study 
participants will be provided. These letters 
will be reproduced in Appendix B of the POS 
If written responses are not available, the 
situation should be discussed In detail 

2-8. POS Review. The POS will be reviewed 
within the Corps in two steps. The first re¬ 
view will be conducted prior to the POS being 
circulated for an initial public review. The 
second review will be conducted after agree¬ 
ment is reached on the POS content by the 
Corps, and the other study participants. 

h. ER 1105-2-10 specifies that two on¬ 
board review sessions will be held during POS 
development. Thirty days after funds are re¬ 
ceived by the field office responsible for the 
r-ew study HQDA (DAEN-CWP) personnel 
will conduct a meeting In the field office for 
District and Division personnel to explain 
the latest guidance concerning POS content. 
Guidance on the development of the POS will 
also be discussed. Approximately 60 days 
after the first meeting, an on-board review 
of the POS will be conducted in the field 
office. Attendees will Include HQDA (DAEN- 
CWP) and Division personnel and may also 
include representatives of the Office of the 
Secretary of the Army, HQDA (DAEN-CW- 
SA). The purpose of this review is to resolve 
any conflicts in policy and content of the 
POS before it is transmitted to the public 
for Initial comment. This meeting should fa¬ 
cilitate revision by providing higher echelon 
comments at the time when they are most 
easily Incorporated. Each meeting partici¬ 
pant will be furnished copies of the draft 
POS ten days prior to the meeting. 

b. When the POS is completed and letters 
of assurance are received from all study par¬ 
ticipants, the District Engineer will formally 
transmit the POS to the Division for review. 
Where ongoing studies are reoriented to be 
handled under the Urban Studies Program, 
the District Engineer’s forwarding letter 
should set forth the amounts estimated to be 
spent ou other studies within the authority. 

c. Divisions shall review POS’s generated 
by their Districts using this chapter as the 
measurement of sufficiency. After the POS 
Is modified to respond to Division comments, 
the Division will Indorse the POS to HQDA 
(DAEN-CWP) WASH DC 20314. The appli¬ 
cable Reports Management Branch will co¬ 
ordinate the review and compile all HQDA 
(DAEN-) level comments. Upon completion 
of this review, comments and/or approval 
will be forwarded to the Division. The time 
period allowed for this review Is 30 days 
from date of receipt of the complete POS 
by HQDA (DAEN-CWP) WASH DC 20314. 
Receipt of approval is sufficient authority to 
begin Stage 2 of the planning process. In¬ 
formation copies of each approved POS will 
be forwarded to HQDA (DAEN-CW-SA) 
WASH DC 20314 for possible review by OMB. 
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Table 2-1.—Total Study Co.tr by Major Work Ilrm and Effort Compound 


24763 


Work it-oniH 


Effort components 


Flood control 
aud flood plain 
management 


Lake, ocean 
and estuarine 
restoration 
and protection 


Wastewater 

management 


Water supply 
management 


Navigation 

(commercial 

and 

recreational) 


Water rotated 
recreation 


Conservation 
of fish and 
wildlife 
resources 


Total for effort 
component 


1. Preparation of a plan of 

2. plan formulation and Kval- 

U uO'problem identifica¬ 
tion.v* 

(b) Formulation of al¬ 

ternatives. 

(c) Impact assessment 

and evaluation— 
(d> Public involve¬ 
ment and institu¬ 
tional studios- 

3. Study documentation and 

report preparation—.- 

4. Study management—. 

Total for work Item.. 



Table 2 - 2 .—Federal and Non-Federal Effort* by Major Work Item 

SUMMARY 

lCost in thousands of dollars] 


Major work items 


Federal 

Man-years oast 


Non-Federal Total for major work items 

Man-years cost Man-years cost 


Flood control and flood plain management... ..—. 

Lake, ocean and estuarine restoration and protection,.—-—.——- 

Wastewater management...—.-.-.—— 

Water supply management.--...... 

Navigation (commercial and recreational)----- 

Water related recreation.—..—.—- 

Conservation of fish and wildlife resources..-. 

Totals.....—----- 


Effort component 


Table 2-3.--fedekal and non-fedbral efforts summary 

_ (Cost in thousands of dollars] _____ 

Federal Non-Federal Total for effort component 

Man-years Coat Man-years Cost Man-yeara Cost 


1. Preparation of a plan of study...—. 

2 . Plan formulation and evaluation.,- 

(a) Problem identification___ 

(b) Formulation of alternatives... 

(c) Impact assessment and evaluation__ 

W) Public involvement and Institutional studies- 

3. Study documentation and report preparation.. 

4. Study management... 

Total..... 


Note,— A similar table will he developed for each major work item. Table 2-3a. next page is an example. 

Table 2 -3a—W'urfc item: Wastewater Management , Federal and Non-Federal Efforts 
[Cost in thousands of dollars] 


Effort component 

Federal 

Non-Federal 

Total for effort 
comixment 

Man- Cost 

Mau- Cost 

Man- Cost 


years 

years 

years 


Jr Jroparation of a plan of study....... 

*• 1 Ian formulation and evaluation_......._-_ 

(a) Problem identification.....—. 

(b) Formulation of alternatives.. 

(c) Impact assessment and evaluation....—.— 

. jd) Public Involvement und institutional studies.— 

7 btudy documentation and rei»ort preparation... 

*• biudy management....... 

Total for effort... 


Note.—A similar table should bo develop! for each major work Item. Developing this table for wastewater management does not fulfill the same requirement set forth In 
tain*2-4. both tables must bo developed although some information is duplicated. . 
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Table 2-4 .—Federal and non-Federal effort (summary) 


Federal 

Man-years Cost ($10*) 


Non-Federal 

Man-years Cost ($10 *) 


Total 

Man-yearaCost ($io »)^ 


A. Public Involvement program.„.. 

B. Data collection and projection for economics, water quality, environmental 

and land use. 

C. Development of alternative basin and areawide plans. 

D. Evaluation, comparison, and selection of basin and areawide plans. 

E. Implementation arrangements, including institutions needed for managing, 

financing, planning, construction, operation, and maintenance. 

F. Report preparation.... 

Totals. 


Note.— Table 2-4 applies “Only” to the wastewater management major work item. All other major works items do not need a similar table enn«fmrre,i 
quested by IIQDA (DA KN-CW P), Wash., D.C. 20314. In the event that a field office Is formally requested to develop a similar level of detail on a major work item oThenhl 
wastewater management, the format contained in table 2-5 will be used. * ^ or worK wm otlwr tn* 


i other than 


Table 2-ta. —Federal and Non-Federal Effort Public Jncolrement Program 


Work element/description 


1. Develop a public involvement program plan. 

2. Compilation of mailing list of individuals and organizations 

3. Arrangements for meeting places. 

4. Personnel to conduct workshops.... 

5. Personnel to do work with news media... 

6. Preparation of public announcement. 

7. Preparation of brochures, newsletters, etc. 

8. Development of plan of study. 

Total: 

Federal.... 

Non-Federal... 


Responsible agency 


( 1 ) 


Cost 


Completion 

Man-years 

$10» 

date 

(2) 

(S) 

(4) 


Agency entry should be Corps of 
Engineers, or an agency name. 
Code agency name with (F) or 
(NF) to denote Federal or non- 
Federal agency, respectively. 


Tabt.k 2-4b.— Federal and Non-Federal Effort, Data Collection and Projection 



„ Responsible agency 

Work element/description * 

(!) 

Cost 


Completion 



Man-years 

(2) 

$10* 

(3) 

(4) 


1. Historical and protected population and economic data on a county basis: 

(a) Urban and rural population.... 

(b) Industrial employment by 2 and 3 digit SIC.*”*"**"'“ 

(c) Agricultural crop acreage and type of cropping. 

(d) Compare with OBER8 projections... . 

2. Historical and projected water use and facilities on a county basis: 

(a) Municipal.... 

(b) Industrial by census industrial sector. 

(c) Irrigation... 

(d) Review and adjust w here necessary..’”*.** *" 

3. Historical and projected waste sources and facilities showing flow rate, constituents and 

concentrations: 

(a) Public and municipal..... 

(b) Industrial.... 

(c) Irrigation return flows.. 

(<1) Oil and gas field oj»ora!ions. 

(o) Urban and rural storm runoff.” 

(f) Sanitary landfills.... 

(g) Open dumps...... 

(n) Field collection and analysis of water quality data where none available. 

4. Existing and projected land use plans; 

fa) Adopted land use plans...... 

(b) Best estimates w here none? exist.... 

6. Surface water quality data: 

(a) Description of data needed...... 

(b) Prepare map showing monitoring stations. *’ 

(e) List w'ater quality parameters monitored.. 

(d) Inventory existing violators..._. 

(e) Identify, locate and obtain additional data,... 

6. Stream standards: 

(a) Description of existing standards.......... 

(b) Identification of inadequacies, if any.. 

(c) Tentative revised stundurds by stream reach and for all neecssarv parameters. 

7. Water rights criteria or constraints that may aflwt design of upstream treatment systems... 

8. Groundwater quality and quantity 

(ft) Availability by county and/or aquifer from existing sources with refinements where 
possible. 

(b) Recommend areas which should be considered for groundwater recharge witb 
treated wnistewater. 

0. Provide data on existing significant botanical, zoological, archeological, and historical basin 
features. 

10. Review, select and implement a data handling and storage program..... 

11. Data and inventory assessment: 

(a) Assess for validity..... 

(b) Assess for coverage... ... 

(c) Determine data gaps......_ 

(d) Prepare program for incremental data acquisition.. 

(o) Provide a complete inventory of data source. 

Total: 

Federal.... 

Non-Federal.... 
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table 2-4c. —Federal and Nan-Frirral Effort, Bm-lopment afAHemathe Botin and Arrow tie riaru 


Cost 


Work element/description 


Responsible agency 

( 1 ) 


Man-years 

( 2 ) 


$ 10 * 

<a> 


Completion 

date 


(4) 


1 Identify and designate the wastewater management planning areas...• 

1 B “‘( n ») m UevlW. tost. »U*t and adopt mo dal.. ... v ■ - .. 

0>) Adapt, verify and refine model to river basin conditions---- 

«• A “^D»»otop^tto^ato?mana| ! amenl alternatives for aacl. areawlda planning area and 

v for the basin to meet 2 goals: 

(1) Highest levels of wastewater treatment. 

(2) Meet current requirements ........—...-. 

Alternatives to be developed include the following: 

(1) Land Treatment._ .~...- 

(2) Biological and physical-choral cal.... ... 

(3) Combinations of (1) and (2) including nonftructund.y *-ZgSZT 
Fxisting wastewater management plans will be utilised la developing 1 or raoro of the 

Vx>vc alternatives...- 

Total: 

Federal.-.—---- 

Non-Federal... 


(b) j 


(c) 1 


-—-- 

Table 2-Ad.—Federal and non-Federal effort, evaluation, comparison and telection of basin and areawide plans 


— 

Responsible) agency 

Work elcment/deecription 

(1) 

Cost 

Completion 


Man-yeon $10* 

(2) (») 

(4) 


1. Assess benflcial and advorse Impacts of alternative arcawido aud basin plans: 

(a) Economic.—-------—-— 5 

(b) Environmental...-.....—-- 

<e) Social...-. 

in) Water rights.------ - 

(o) Instltutional/flnancial capabilities.-. 

2. Compare performance of alternative plans--—.-...—* 

S. Select areawido and basin plan..-.—....— 

Total: 

Federal.-.....—.-.—- 

Non-Federal.—... 


Table 2 Ao—Federal and Non-Federal Effort, Implementation Arrangements 

Responsible agency * 

Work element/description 

(1) 

Cost 

Completion 

Msn-yeara $10» 

(2) (3) 

(4) 


1. prepare construction schedules for each of the wastewater planning subareas to meet the 

highest priority short range basin goals----------—-- 

2. Develop and recommend appropriate institutional arrangements for: 

(a) Execution of advanced engineering and design ahd construction..--- 

(h) Operation and mniutenanoe..—.—.-. 

(c) Major replacements..-------- 

(d) Continuing planning aud management responsibility.-.--- 

3. Develop and recommend financing and cost sharing arrangements---- 

4. Planning committee adopts certifiable plan.-.-...— 

Total: 

Non-Foderal___ _ _ — ------ 


Table 2—4f. —Federal and Non-Federal Effort, Report Preparation 


Responsible agency 

Work elemeut/descrtption 

(i) 

Cost 


Completion 
— dbate 


Man-years 

(2) 

$10* 

0) 

(4) 

t Report preparation 

* 




Total: 

Federal___ 





Non-FederaL.. 

_ ....... __—.... 
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Tabie 2-5: (Initials of Work Item) Federal and Non-Fcdcral Effort a by Work Task 
ICost in thousands of dollars) 

MAJOR WORK ITEM: (SPECIFY) 

XITORT component: (specify) 


Work task 



Federal 



Non-Fedcral 


Responsible 

agency 

Man years Cost 

Completion 

date 

Responsible 

agency 

Man years Cost 

Completion 

date 


1 . 

2 . 


n. Specify as appropriate in detail 
duplication of efforts. 

Totals._s 


to insure no 


Note.—A table should be developed for the following effort components: 
1; Preparation of a plan of study 
2a. Problem identification 
2b. Formulation of alternatives 
2c. Impact assessment and evaluation 
2d. Public involvement and institutional studies 

3. Study documentation and reiwt preparation 

4. Study management 


The format in table 2-5 will be used in the event that a field office Is formally requested by HQD A (DABN-CWP) Wash., D.C. 20314 to develop a similar level of detail to 
table 2-4 on a major work item other than wastewater management. 


Table 2-6.— Urban Study Cost Allocation Worksheet 


Major work item, x< 


Flood control Wastewater Water supply Water based Total I of line 
management recreation entries 


1. Single purpose study cost...-. 

2. Multiple purpose minus 1 major work item study cost.. 

8. Separable study cost, USC-Li no 2. 

4. Remaining study cost, line 1-Line 3.. 

5. Ratio of remaining study cost, remaining study cost for Xi/w 

6. Individual joint study cost, (y) x (xs ratio from line 5). 

7. Allocated study cost, line 3 plus line 6.. 


Not applicable. 
Do. 


1 . 00 . 

y. 


Legend: 

2="The sum of”. 

xi=A specific major work item. 

toft^e total multiple ^i»M8lud^°USt°= «°eViSl the w!aPoo!.?^?l2 aUoM^i .^ 80 ** lhe amoum ofm<>nf ? 4n< * frora both Fuforal and iiou-Federal source, avails!* 


CHAPTER 2 

Public Involvement in the Urban Studies 
Program 

2-9. Purpose . a. The purpose of this chap¬ 
ter Is to define the role of public involvement 
In the Corps’ Urban Studies Program. Pro¬ 
cedures for developing and executing an 
effective program are discused. 

b. Public Involvement is a continuous, 
two-way communication process which 
involves— 

(1) Promoting full public understanding 
of the manner and means by which water 
resources problems and needs are investi¬ 
gated and solutions are proposed. 

(2) Keeping the public fully informed 
regarding the status and progress of studies 
and the results and implications of planning 
activities. 

(3) Actively soliciting from the public 
their opinions and perceptions of problems, 
issues, concerns, and needs, their preferences 
regarding resource use and alternative de¬ 
velopment or managerial strategies, and any 
other information and assistance relevant to 
the planning process. 

2-10. Importance of Public Involvement. 
The importance of a comprehensive public 
Involvement effort fully integrated with the 
planning process cannot be overemphasized. 
Application of the objectives, development 
techniques, activities and monitoring and 
evaluation procedures described in this 
chapter will provide the basis for conducting 
an effective public involvement program in 
an open planning process. While a public in¬ 
volvement program is essential, it does not 


replace sound planning and engineering. In 
the final analysis, the results of planning 
must reflect a combination of both profes¬ 
sional expertise and public input. 

2-11. Public Involvement Objective, a. The 
primary objective of public involvement is to 
provide sufficient information to local, state 
and regional officials, influentials and opinion 
leaders, and the public-at-large to obtain 
their input regarding problem identification, 
articulation of planning objectives, formula¬ 
tion of alternatives, impact assessment and 
evaluation. 

b. In order to accomplish this objective, 
the public involvement program should, as 
a minimum— 

(1) Present information which will assist 
the public In defining its water resources 
problems, issues, concerns, and objectives, 
and In understanding Corps planning re- 
ponsiblllties, how the planning process 
works and how to achieve effective 
participation. 

(2) Actively promote effective coordina¬ 
tion and exchange of information between 
the Corps’ planning effort and the plans and 
programs of other Federal, State and local 
agencies. 

(3) Develop channels of communications 
through which the public can express its 
preferences. 

(4) Provide structured opportunities for 
the public to influence the planning process, 
to identify and clarify conflicts, and to 
achieve if practicable, consensus regarding a 
course of action. 

2-12. Development of a Public Involve¬ 
ment Program, a. A flexible public involve¬ 


ment program or strategy should be de¬ 
veloped which can be monitored and 
modified as necessary to conform as closely 
as possible to the changing needs and desires 
of the publics. 

b. Planning for public Involvement shall 
begin during the preparation of the Plan of 
Study. The POS shall include a general 
strategy for public involvement throughout 
the study, an initial definition of the publics 
to be included, and contingency plans for 
Implementation. After approval of the POS, 
a more detailed plan for Implementation 
shall be developed. This plan shall include 
specific public involvement activities to be 
undertaken, and shall Identify opportunities 
for monitoring and modification throughout 
Stages 2 and 3. 

c. The specific public involvement objec¬ 
tives and activities described for each of the 
four functional planning tasks are contingent 
upon the particular stage of the planning 
process. This requires the overall public In¬ 
volvement program be uniquely designed to 
address a particular stage and task. 

d. During problem Identification, specific 
regional or local problems of public concern 
are identified. Unless there is general agree¬ 
ment that problems have been adequately 
Identified, it will be difficult subsequently 
to achieve consensus as to whether alterna¬ 
tive plans have properly addressed the re¬ 
gion’s problems. Specific public involvement 
objectives and activities during problem 
Identification should Include the following— 

(1) Inform and educate the general pub¬ 
lic and specific publics about the study ef¬ 
fort being undertaken. 
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Obtain data which will assist In the 
identification and description of resource 
inanagement problems, concerns and oppor- 

tU m le obt*tn information concerning publio 
oreferences for their desired future condi¬ 
tions and desired levels of problem resolution. 

(4) Obtain some Indication of the relative 
priority of planning objectives. 
p f5i Obtain public review of and reaction 
to results of the problem Identification task. 

e Public involvement during formulation 
of alternatives should be oriented toward as¬ 
suring that the alternatives developed ad¬ 
dress the full range of problems and concerns 
of the study area, and that plans are respon¬ 
sive to the planning objectives. Specific pub¬ 
lic involvement objectives and activities dur¬ 
ing the formulation of alternatives should 
Include the following— 

(1) Inform the public and obtain their 
feed back about the various technological and 
managerial measures available for meeting 
the planning objectives. 

(2) Obtain public review of and reaction 
to results of the formulation task. 

f. public involvement during impact as¬ 
sessment focuses on identification and meas¬ 
urement of impacts. The Information neces¬ 
sary to accomplish this is a function of 
substantial public Involvement. An effective 
public information program is required to 
assure that understanding of the alternatives 
and their potential impacts Is sufficient to 
result in meaningful evaluation. Specific 
public Involvement objectives and activities 
during Impact assessment should include the 


following— 

(1) Obtain public reaction to the types 
of Impacts likely to be associated with alter¬ 
native plan elements. 

(2) Obtain information about interest 
groups primarily concerned with each class 
of Impacts in order to Identify those groups 
and individuals to be specifically consulted 
during evaluation. 

(3) Measure and describe these Impacts. 

(4) Describe the elements and impacts of 
each alternative plan to obtain public input 
on the significance of impacts to each affected 
interest group. 

g. Evaluation Is a trade-off process which 
results In a ranking of alternative plans, and 
ultimately, in making a choice as to the most 
desirable alternative (s). Success with this 
task Is more highly dependent on obtaining 
indications of public preferences than pos¬ 
sibly any other phase. Decisions are required 
which the planner cannot and should not 
make. For example, trade-off between local 
and regional beneficial/adverse impacts, or 
Individual and community beneficial/adverse 
impacts, or achievement of one objective to 
the detriment of another objective are a 
public responsibility. Public decisions and 
preferences must be carefully recorded and 
included as the basis for modification of the 
existing alternatives. However, the planner 
will be ultimately responsible for the quality 
and utility of the results. Specific public in¬ 
volvement objectives and activities during 
the evaluation of alternative plans should In¬ 
clude the following— 

(1) Obtain Information concerning ac¬ 
ceptability of alternative plans. 

(2) Provide forum for public discussion of 
trade-offs. 

(3) Obtain data necessary to screen or 
rank alternatives in terms of their contribu¬ 
tion to planning objectives. 

(4) Summarize Information on the evalua¬ 
tion of alternative plans. Every effort should 
be made to reach as wide a spectrum of the 
public as possible, and to tailor the infor- 
“^ation process to the requirements and 
capabilities of the various publics. 

Public Involvement Program Acttvt - 
ue*. The following activities should be used 


to B&tisfy the objectives discussed In para 
2-12, above. 

a. Identification of Publics. Identification 
of the various publics, particularly those 
likely to be impacted, is critical to effective 
planning. As it is highly unlikely that even 
the most comprehensive public involvement 
program will reach more than a small per¬ 
centage of study area residents, an effort 
should be made to assure that certain key 
groups and individuals are identified, con¬ 
tacted, and encouraged to participate. Par¬ 
ticular attention should be given to many 
of the special interest groups and most of 
the unorganized public, who will become ac¬ 
tively Involved in a study only after the im¬ 
mediate Impacts of alternative plans are evi¬ 
dent to them. In order to achieve a cross- 
section of public sentiment and adequate 
visibility, major emphasis during early plan¬ 
ning should be on obtaining Input from rep¬ 
resentative segments of the public including 
elected officials, agency representatives, and 
leaders of special interest groups. Periodi¬ 
cally, the list of participants should be re¬ 
viewed, modified, and expanded as the study 
moves through succeeding steps of the plan¬ 
ning process. In recognition of the difficulty 
of achieving early, widespread, general par¬ 
ticipation, a well-designed, comprehensive 
public information program should be an 
integral part of public involvement programs. 
Table 2-7 illustrates one way of categorizing 
the public. 

b. Defining Information Requirements. In¬ 
formation is the force which drives the 
planning process and which ties the various 
planning activities together. Accordingly, it 
is necessary to determine what information 
should be exchanged at what points In the 
planning process in order to facilitate 
planning, related public Involvement and 
decisionmaking. The planner should at¬ 
tempt to specify this information and to 
provide the methods and settings having the 
greatest potential for achieving the com¬ 
munication. 

(1) Planning information can be cate¬ 
gorized as either substantive or procedural. 
Substantive Information concerns problems, 
needs. Issues, concerns, and the range of 
measures used for solving problems, and 
public values and preferences. Procedural in¬ 
formation concerns the structure of the 
planning process, its relationship to the pub¬ 
lic involvement program, and the role of 
public involvement. 

(2) The public must understand the basic 
procedural Information before they can 
make any effective contribution of sub¬ 
stantive information. A deficiency in provid¬ 
ing procedural information will make effec¬ 
tive public involvement virtually impossible. 
Information of a substantive nature will be 
developed by both the Corps and the public. 
It Is important that this information be 
shared and similarly understood by all study 
participants. 

c. Definition of Public Involvement Tech¬ 
niques. There are numerous techniques avail¬ 
able for designing a public Involvement 
program. These can be divided into three 
general functional categories. Table 2-8 con¬ 
tains some examples of these techniques. 

(1) The information-education function 
can be treated as a single, on-golng process 
with the objective of providing information 
to the public that will be necessary to achieve 
effective public involvement. 

(2) The interaction-dialogue function In¬ 
cludes those techniques which provide the 
degree of two-way communication necessary 
for information exchange In planning. 

(3) The review-reaction technique is Im¬ 
portant In view of the fact that In even the 
most comprehensive public involvement pro¬ 
gram, only a small percentage of the public 
will have been contacted and interacted 


with directly. The most common means of 
re view-reaction Is the public meeting, which 
Is an Integral part of all public Involvement 
programs. Public hearings may also fall Into 
this group. Hearings will be conducted where 
required according to established procedures. 

d. Selection of Public Involvement Tech¬ 
niques. Selection of a specific technique Is 
contingent upon the following considera¬ 
tions. 

(1) The scope and specificity of focus, 
such as how many people and what types of 
people are Involved. 

(2) The degree to which It Involves one¬ 
way versus two-way communication, of In¬ 
formation. 

(3) The degree to which it assumes agency 
initiative for action, public Initiative for ac¬ 
tion, or both. 

(4) The agency resources In terms of staff 
and time commitment which are required for 
successful use of the technique. 

2-14. Monitoring of Public Involvement 
Programs, a. As planning progresses, there 
is a need for continuous monitoring and ad¬ 
justment of the public involvement program 
to assure responsiveness to public concerns 
and issues, to maintain public interest, and 
to facilitate active public involvement 
throughout. 

b. Monitoring can take several different 
forms. One form is through news media con¬ 
tent analysis. Another form is through first¬ 
hand experience Is observing results of public 
involvement activities, such as workshops, 
briefings, news conferences, and the like. 
Finally, public meetings serve a useful pur¬ 
pose in the monitoring process. 

2-15. Evaluation of the Public Involve¬ 
ment Program. The systematic delineation of 
objectives, target publics, public involvement 
activities, and constraints should result in 
the development of a public Involvement 
program tailored specifically to a particular 
planning effort. However, It should be recog¬ 
nized that public Involvement Is a dynamic 
process occurring In a changing sociocultural 
setting. Thus, while It is desirable to have an 
overall strategy in mind at the beginning of a 
study, it will also be necessary to maintain 
flexibility. Active monitoring should put the 
planner In a position where adequacy of the 
program can be evaluated and the program 
modified whenever the need arises. 

Table 2-7 

IDENTIFICATION OF THE PUBLICS 

I. Governmental Sector 

a. Elected Officials 
State Governors 
Congressional Delegations 
State Legislators 
Mayors 

City Councils 

County Commissioners 

Other 

b. Agency Representatives 
Federal Agencies: 

Department of Agriculture 
Department of Housing and Urban Devel¬ 
opment 

Department of the Interior 
Environmental Protection Agency 
Other 

State Agencies: 

Natural Resources 

Housing 

State Planning 

Public Health 

Economic Development 

Agriculture 

Other 

Regional Agencies: 

River Basin Commissions 
Council of Governments 
Regional Planning 
Economic Development 
Other 
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Local Agencies 
Public Works 
Planning 
Water Supply 
Wastewater Management 
Irrigation Districts 
Public Health 
Other 

n. Special Interest Groups 

a. Environmental Groups such as the Sierra 
Club, Audobon Society, Friends of the Earth, 
and Isaac Walton League. 

b. Industrial Representatives and Trade 
Associations. 

c. Labor Groups. 

d. Business and Commercial Interests such 
as the Chamber of Commerce. 

e. Organized Farm groups such as Grange, 
and Co-operatives. 

f. Public Utilities. 

g. Community Service Groups such as Lea¬ 


gue of Women Voters, Lions dub, Kiwanis, 
and Fraternal and Civic Associations. 

h. Professional Groups such as American 
Society of Civil Engineers, Society of Ameri¬ 
can Foresters, and Sprinkler Irrigation As¬ 
sociation. 

L Educational Institutions, Faculty and 
Students. 

J. Special Purpose Groups such as Water¬ 
shed Associations, Neighborhood Civic As¬ 
sociations, Irrigation and Drainage Districts. 

k. Othor. 

m. General Public 

a. Owners and occupants of domestic and 
commercial property which may be directly 
affected by alternative plans. 

b. Owners and occupants of property In¬ 
directly affected by alternative plans. 

c. Interested Citizens not In a. or b. above. 

d. Sensitive ethnic or economic groups. 

e. Other. 


Table 2-8.— Public Inrokement Mechanisms by Primary Functional Orientation » 


Information-education 


Interaction-dialogue Review-reaction 


Press releases 
News conferences 
Brochures 
Newsletters 

Speeches and presentations to organised groups 

Field trips 

Exhibits 

Reports 

Local Information centers 

Radio-TV programs and spot announcements 

Letters 

Briefings 

Films 

Paid ads 

Journal articles 

Demonstration projects 


Workshops 
Informal contacts 
Advisory groups 
Task groups 
Seminars 
Interviews 

Study group discussions 


Public meetings 
Public inquiry 
Questionnaire 
Sample surveys 
Public hearings 


* Adapted from; Warner, Katerine P., Public Participation in Hater Resource* Planning, (National Water Com¬ 
mission: National Technical Information Service) July 197b 


CHAPTER 3 

Institutional Analysis and Arrangements 

2-16. Purpose. The purpose of this chapter 
is to establish the framework for performing 
institutional analysis and presenting insti¬ 
tutional arrangements. 

2-17. Relationship of Institutions to Urban 
Studies. An Institution is a process or or¬ 
ganization that is highly structured, system¬ 
atized and stable. It may grow out of mores 
such as common law, or be consciously cre¬ 
ated such as constitutional law. An Institu¬ 
tion may be a type of group, or it may be a 
formalized practice or procedure. Applying 
these definitions to water resources planning, 
and particularly to urban studies, the result 
is a focus for Institutional analysis that 
includes not only organizations such as plan¬ 
ning agencies, water commissions, and special 
interest groups but also the processes and 
relationships that are involved such as home 
rule, tax structures, and Increased financial 
obligations. Substantial public involvement 
is essential in performing the latter part of 
this analysis, Inasmuch as public attitudes 
interact heavily with these non-organiza- 
tlonal institutions. Institutional analysis is 
the process'whereby institutions directly or 
indirectly related to water resource planning 
and management, are identified and their 
capability to implement alternative plans Is 
assessed. Institutional arrangements are 
those tasks or procedures which suggest how 
existing institutions should be utilized, modi¬ 
fied, new institutions created, or existing in¬ 
stitutions abandoned in order to facilitate 
implementation of the plan. 

2-18. Task Areas. Institutional analysis 
parallels the overall planning process, mov¬ 
ing from broad data collection to detailed 
specification of arrangements. Analysis is 
composed of three major task areas, which 
are listed below and discussed in paragraphs 
2-19 through 2-21. 


a. Establishment of an Institutional data 
base. 

b. Analysis and evaluation of institutional 
capabilities versus the requirements of an 
alternative plan. 

c. Presentation of alternative institutional 
arrangements as part of the Implementation 
program. 

2-19. Institutional Data Base. Establishing 
the necessary data base entails the identifi¬ 
cation and description of a cross-section of 
relevant institutions. The description of In¬ 
stitutions should concentrate on financing 
capabilities, legal authorities, programs and 
policies, existing capabilities to implement 
programs for management and capital facili¬ 
ties. and availability of competent personnel 
in formal organizations and agencies, as well 
as widespread attitudes and local customs 
relevant to water resources planning. If a 
survey exceeding ten contacts is required, 
HQDA (DAEN-CWP) WASH DC 20314 must 
be contacted prior to the survey. Briefly, the 
Office of Management and Budget must ap¬ 
prove all surveys exceeding ten contacts. 

2-20. Analysis and Evaluation of Jnstitu - 
tional Capabilities, a. This task is the core 
component of the institutional studies. It 
involves the analysis of Institutional re¬ 
quirements Imposed by alternative plans and 
the capability of existing institutions to meet 
these requirements. 

b. In Stage 2 the requirements that plans 
would place on existing institutions should 
be identified. Particular attentions should be 
given to the following Items. 

(1) Formal organizations and agencies. 

(2) Powers and authorities of existing in¬ 
stitutions, to Include legal bases and con¬ 
siderations in both functional and geographic 
areas. 

(3) Major programs and policies of existing 
institutions. 

(4) Regional financing capabilities. 

c. As planning continues, the capability 
of existing institutions to implement alterna¬ 


tive plans Is assessed. This assessment mar 
lead to the conclusion that some new insti¬ 
tutions will be required in order to \mn\L 
ment some or all alternative plans. Because 
institutional studies are an integral partrrf 
plan formulation and evaluation, they muS 
be considered along with social, econotm? 
environmental, and technical imoJZ 
throughout the planning process. 

d. Active public involvement is essential 
to accomplish this task. Interest groups and 
community groups can be of particular value 
In assessing the potential for change More¬ 
over. given the definition of public as an any 
non-Corps of Engineers entity, organizations 
are publics. The inclusion of these publics 
in the planning process will provide critical 
input to the institutional analysis. 

2-21. Presentation of Institutional Arrange¬ 
ments. Each alternative urban water re¬ 
sources plan must contain at least two al¬ 
ternative implementation arrangements, 
which may require the presentation of two 
different Institutional arrangements. Tho6e 
institutional arrangements peculiar to a spe¬ 
cific capital Improvement or management 
program should be included in the discussion 
of that component. Those arrangements con¬ 
cerning the entire plan, should be discussed 
in an overview paragraph. One implementa¬ 
tion arrangement may be used to Implement 
more than one plan. For instance, plan A 
may have implementation arrangements X 
and Y. But arrangement X may be used by 
plans A, C, D, and E whereas arrangement Y 
may be used by plans A, B, D, and F. 

Part Three 


chapter i 


Water Quality Goals and Deadlines for 
Wastewater Planning 


3-1. Purpose. The purpose of this part Is 
to provide guidance concerning water quality 
standards, goals, and deadlines to be used 
in developing the wastewater management 
components of alternative urban water re¬ 
source plans. 

3-2. National Goals, a. Pub. L. 92-500 estab¬ 
lishes two national water quality goals in 
section 101(a). These goals are: 

(1) "It is the national goal that the dis¬ 
charge of pollutants into the navigable 
waters be eliminated by 1985.’* 

(2) "It is the national goal that wherever 
attainable, an interim goal of water quality 
which provides for the protection and propa¬ 
gation of fish, shellfish, and wildlife and pro¬ 
vides for recreation in and on the water be 
achieved by 1 July 1983.” 

b. The wastewater management compo¬ 
nents of urban water resource plans will sat¬ 
isfy these national goals through the time- 
phased achievement of various effluent limi¬ 
tation deadlines for publicly owned treat¬ 
ment works (POTW’s) and non-POTW’s. 
Table 3-1 relates the name of effluent limita¬ 
tions deadlines, and their acronyms, estab¬ 
lished in section 301 of § 264.3(a) to the dates 
by which they must be achieved. 

3-3. Effluent Limitation Deadlines, a. 
Secondary Treatment. Information defining 
secondary treatment in terms of water 
quality criteria was published as 40 CF» 
in 38 FR 22298-22299 on 17 August 19H- 
POTWs In existence on 1 July 1977 ox ^ap¬ 
proved pursuant to section 203 of Pub. l 
92-500 prior to 30 June 1974 must achieve 
secondary treatment. Any more stringe 
effluent limitations established to meet sud- 
paragraphs (1) through (4), below, mus 
achieved not later than 1 July 1977. 

(1) State water quality standards. 


(2) Treatment standards. 

(3) Schedules of compliance 
irsuant to any State law or regul t 


Pub. L. 92-500. 
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Table 3-1. —Effluent limitation deadline* 


Dates 


Source of wastewater 


1977 


1983 


treatment works Secondary treatmont^s.-.-....™ tr * alm * nt 

^So-POTWI. 


VJCIUIUIUK)' V" • L TT * » /• 

treatment Best practicable technology currently Best available technology eoonomlo- 
available (BPT); aUy achievable (BAT); 


"note —POTW's are frequently referred to as “Municipal" treatment plants. An example of Non-POTW’s are 

industrial treatment plants. 


(4) Any other Federal law or regulation 
reaulred to implement any applicable water 
quality standard established by Pub. L. 92- 

5 b Best Practicable Technology Currently 
Available (BPT). By 1 July 1977. non-POT^V 
must achieve BPT. Information defining BPT 
is being published on an lndustry-by- 
industry basis. Thirty categories of industrial 
discharges have been identified, many con¬ 
taining several subcategories. Effluent limi¬ 
tations regulations for these categories are 
being published in the Title 40 CFR series 
as Parts 405 through 435. Pretreatment re¬ 
quirements for compatible pollutants in 
existing Industrial discharges to POTW are 
described in 40 CFR 128. 38 FR 30982-30985. 
8 Nov. 73. In addition to specifying effluent 
limitations allowing direct industrial dis¬ 
charge to navigable waters, regulations 40 
CFR 405 through 435 also specify pretreat¬ 
ment requirements needed for— 

(1) Incompatible pollutants discharged 
from existing Industries to POTW. 

(2) New source Industrial discharges to 
POTW. 

c. Best Practicable Waste Treatment Tech¬ 
nology (BPWTT). Not later than 1 July 
1983, all POTW must provide for the appli¬ 
cation of BPWTT over the life of the treat¬ 
ment works. A Notice of Availability of an 
EPA proposed report titled Alternative Waste 
Treatment Management Techniques and 
Systems for BPWTT was published In 39 FR 
11135, 25 Mar. 74. The proposed report is 
available from EPA Regional Offices, as will 
be the finalized version. Corps field offices 
should coordinate with applicable State of¬ 
ficials and EPA Regional Office personnel to 
develop an acceptable definition of water 
quality criteria achievable by and commen¬ 
surate with BPWTT. Additionally, no funds 
may be provided under section 201 of Pub. 
L 92-500 after 30 June 1974 unless the grant 
applicant can show that— 

(1) Alternative waste management tech¬ 
niques have been studied and evaluated. 

( 2) T he treatment works proposed meet 
BPWTT as defined by the Information on 
alternative waste management techniques 
available per 39 FR 11136. 

(3) As appropriate, the treatment works 
allow to the extent practicable, the appli¬ 
cation of technology for water recycling, rec¬ 
lamation, or the elimination of pollutant 
discharges at a later date. 

d. Best Available Technology Economically 
Achievable (BAT). By 1 July 1983, non-POTW 
must apply BAT to their treatment works, 
information on effluent limitations for BAT 
“ provided in the same regulations as la 
information on BPT (40 CFR 405 through 
■35). 

The Corps of Engineers* Definition of 
effluent. Limitations Commensurate With the 


1985 Goal. a. Paragraph 3-2a sets forth the 
1985 national goal. Until such time as the 
Administrator of EPA publishes effluent 
limitations commensurate with this national 
goal, the Corps of Engineers’ Interpretation 
of this goal shall be used for planning In the 
Urban Studies Program. The principal reason 
for continuing to plan for the 1985 goal is to 
protect the Federal interest. The Federal 
financial cost (75 percent of total construc¬ 
tion cost under section 201 of Pub. L. 92-500) 
of proceeding directly from the 1977 deadline 
to the Corps of Engineers’ definition of the 
1985 goal may be significantly different than 
the financial cost of proceeding from the 
1977 deadline to the 1983 deadline and then 
to the Corps of Engineers’ definition of the 
1985 goal. Because Insufficient information 
is available to Indicate which pathway to the 
1985 goal best serves the Federal interest 
from a financial viewpoint, as well as from an 
environmental and social viewpoint, the 
Corps will develop alternative plans to 
achieve the 1985 goal using both pathways. 
Information generated by the Urban Studies 
Program In this regard will assist the Na¬ 
tional Commission on Water Quality, con¬ 
vened under section 315 of Pub. L. 92-500, in 
fulfilling its mission. 

b. Several concepts guided the develop¬ 
ment of the Corps’ definition of effluent 
limitations commensurate with the 1985 
goal. 

(1) Stream assimilative capacity should 
not be used to provide the final degree of 
treatment. The point discharges should be of 
the necessary quality to reflect the elimina¬ 
tion of pollutant discharges. This, combined 
with the minimization of non-point source 
problems would eventually permit the 
stream to cleanse Itself and return to a non- 
degraded condition. 

(2) Recognizing that most substances are 
essential in certain quantities, double distil- 
lation-type treatment was ignored. Water of 
this type would be too pure to permit a bal¬ 
anced. Indigenous population of fish, shell¬ 
fish and wildlife. Therefore, calcium present 
at 3 or 4 mg/1 may be necessary for the sur¬ 
vival of an aquatic organism, whereas over 
30 mg/1 may cause an adverse environmental 
impact. The critical level where the con¬ 
stituent calcium becomes a pollutant was set 
at 30 mg/1. 

(3) All water should be reserved for multi¬ 
ple use. to Include potable supply, recreation, 
fish and wildlife habitat, Irrigation and stock 
watering. Because of the spectrum of quali¬ 
ties peculiar to specific industries, industrial 
supply requirements wAe not explicitly con¬ 
sidered. However, a source meeting potable 
supply requirements would generally be more 
favorable to an Industry than the existing 
condition In a degraded area. 

(4) These concepts ultimately led to the 
development of a list of constituents and the 


critical levels above which they become pol¬ 
lutants for each of the following uses. 

(a) Potable Supply. 

(b) Crop Irrigation. 

(c) Livestock Watering. 

(d) Full Body Contact Recreation. 

(e) Fish and Wildlife Habitat (Fresh¬ 
water). 

c. The list of constituents and critical 
levels was established after a thorough search 
of the literature cited in subpara i, below. 
The principle reference was subpara i (5), 
below. To reflect concept (3) above, the most 
stringent level from among the five uses 
was chosen as the definition of the 1985 goal 
for each constituent. These reflect the desir¬ 
able upper limits in ’’fresh water” in the 
absence of knowing the natural background 
levels. In some Instances, these levels may be 
less appropriate for marine and estuarine 
waters. 

d. To remedy potential conflicts between 
natural background levels and the levels 
promulgated below, an environmental scan 
will be used to adjust the critical levels. An 
environmental scan Is a preliminary assess¬ 
ment of the Impact of the quality of water 
specified below on the existing condition of 
water courses. Where an adverse environmen¬ 
tal impact occurs, the critical level may be 
adjusted. For example, the level of Total 
Dissolved Solids less than 500 mg/1 may 
cause significant adverse environmental Im¬ 
pact to oyster production In an estuary. Ac¬ 
cordingly, the Total Dissolved Solids level 
may be adjusted upwards to retain a viable 
oyster Industry. In no case shall a “tech¬ 
nological scan” be conducted with critical 
levels being revised upwards on the basis of 
whether or not a conventional sewage treat¬ 
ment process can achieve the constituent 
levels specified below. 

e. The critical levels for constituents shall 
be based upon the natural background levels 
of the watercourse or aquifer Into which the 
wastewater effluent is discharged, with spe¬ 
cific exceptions of constituents that are 
highly toxic or otherwise injurious to the 
environment at trace levels. These levels 
shall apply as the program technical water 
quality goal with the two exceptions. 

(1) If current state water quality stand¬ 
ards are more stringent, those state stand¬ 
ards shall apply. 

(2) An environmental scan provides a basis 
for allowing levels of constituents that are 
higher than natural background levels but 
not highly toxic, or otherwise injurious to 
the environment, para (d) above. 

f. These constituents should be absent 
from the wastewater effluent at discharge 
because of their toxicity to the environment 
at trace levels. The list 1s based upon limits 
recommended by the Committee on Water 
Quality Criteria for water uses such as public 
water supply, fresh water and marine aquatic 
habitat, and irrigation. See Table 3-6 located 
at the end of this chapter for controlling 
uses. 

Table 3-2 


Arsenic 

Barium 

Boron 

Cadmium 

Chromium 

Copper 

Cyanides 

Lead 


Pesticides and other 
synthetic organics 
Phenols 
Selenium 
Silver 
Zlno 
Mercury 
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(1) Absence of these constituents in waste- 
water effluent is recommended In view of 
their risk to public water supply safety and 
environmental degradation compounded by 
potential effects of synergjsm and blomagni- 
flcatlon. 

(2) Synergism is a complicating interac¬ 
tion, In which two or more compounds acting 
together may have an effect on organisms 
greater than the sum of their separate ef¬ 
fects. For example, the toxic effects of mer¬ 
curic salts are accentuated by the presence 
of trace amounts of copper. Cadmium acts 
as a synergist with zinc and cyanide in the 
aquatic environment to increase toxicity. See 
eubpara 1(1), below, pages 8 and 9 for fur¬ 
ther discussions. The results of the inter¬ 
action between living organisms and chemi¬ 
cal substances are often unpredictable, but 
such Interaction may produce materials that 
are more dangerous than the initial pol¬ 
lutants. Biological magnification is a chronic 
effect of toxic pollutants such as heavy 
metals and pesticides. Inorganic mercury 
once was thought to settle safely into the 
bottom sediments when discharged into wa¬ 
ter. Anaeorbic bacteria are now known to 
convert Inorganic mercury into very toxic 
and soluble organic mercury compounds, 
such as methylmercury, which pass through 
the food chain by aquatic algae and by fish, 
eventually reaching man. See subpara 1(1) 
below, page 1 for futher discussions. 

(3) In addition, the constituents in Table 
3-3 are considered to constitute a potential 
environmental and hygienic risk such that 
their absence is desirable, although presence 
at natural background levels may be per¬ 
missible based upon an environmental scam 


Antimony 

Beryllium 

Cobalt 

Molybdenum 


Table 3-3 

Nickel 

Thallium 

Tin 

Titanium 


(4) In the event that treated wastewater 
will be discharged into estuarine or marine 
waters where public water supply or irriga¬ 
tion are not present or anticipated uses over 
the planning period, the appropriateness of 
requiring absence of certain of these con¬ 
stituents can be assessed by an environmen¬ 
tal scan. The accumulation of these con¬ 
stituents in the aquatic environment and, 
in particular, the food chain cautions against 
their dispersal. The Council on Environmen¬ 
tal Quality states, ** • • • as our knowledge 
of heavy metals and other toxic substances 
expands, new problems will become appar¬ 
ent. For example, it has been suggested that 
other elements such as cadmium and arsenic, 
may concentrate in highly toxic forms in a 
fashion similar to mercury,” in subpara g(2), 
page 227. Potential synergism and bio magni¬ 
fication will be considered in the environ¬ 
mental scan. 

g. In the absence of determining natural 
background levels or conditions for a par¬ 
ticular watercourse or aquifer, the following 
levels should assist in determining the maxi¬ 
mum acceptable levels for design. These ef¬ 
fluent levels may be altered on the basis of 
the environmental scan. These specified 
levels are upper bounds. They are not dally 
average, 7-day average, 30-day average or 
average annual values. 

(1) The constituents in Table 3-4 along 
with those listed in Tables 3-2 and 3-3 com¬ 
prise the minimum acceptable group that 
must be considered in system design in all 
studies. Other constituents should be con¬ 
sidered as appropriate, depending upon char¬ 
acteristics of the region. 


Table 3-4 


Constituent 

Total Dissolved Solids_ 

Biochemical Oxygen Demand « 

Heat ________ 


Color _ 

Nitrogen as Nitrate —N and Nitrite — N_ 

Nitrogen as Ammonia — N___ 

Total Nitrogen as N_ 

Phosphorus as Total P__..._ 


Oils and Greases_ 

Fecal Conform Organisms... 

Suspended Solids_ 

Dissolved Oxygen_ 


Effluent level 

Less than 500 mg/1 In “fresh” water. 

BOD level less than 5 mg/L BOD level equal 
to or less than dissolved oxygen level. 

The level which assures protection and prop¬ 
agation of a balanced, indigenous p 0 pu. 
lation of shellfish, fish, and wildlife in 
or on the water Into which discharge la 
made. 

Less than 15 color units. 

Less than 4 mg/1 total. 

Less than 0.5 mg/1. 

Less than 8 mg/L 

Less than 50 mlcrograms, liter entering a 
lake: or 100 micrograms/1 Iter entering a 
flowing stream. 

Trace. 

Less than 200/100 ml. 

Less than 5 mg/L 

Greater than 5 mg/L 


(2) The constituents in Table 3-5 should be given particular consideration in system 
design as warranted by their adverse Impact on streams receiving effluent or the significance 
of their presence In the raw Influent, The values listed in Table 3-5 should be considered 
as points of departure in any analysis. An environmental scan Is the vehicle for adjusting 
the values based upon adverse impact on receiving streams and biota. Professional engi¬ 
neering Judgment should consider control at the source to reduce raw influent values as 
an option to wastewater treatment. 


Table 3-6 


Constituent 

Virus... 

Surfactants_ 

Fecal Streptococci_ 

Tastes and Odors_ 

Flo tables______ 

Settleable Solids_ _ __ 

Volatile Solids______ 

Gamma Radiation_ 

Alpha Radiation_ 

Beta Radiation____ 

Turbidity______ 

Chemical Oxygen Demand_ 

Alkalinity._ 

Carbon Dioxide_ 

Sulfates__ 

Calcium _ 

Chlorides _ 

Sodium _ 

Magnesium_ 

Fluorides____ 

Aluminum _ 

Bicarbonates ___ 

Manganese__ 


Effluent level 

Inactivated, but present at trace levels. 
Trace. 

Inactivated, but present at trace levels. 

None offensive. 

None. 

Trace. 

Trace. 

Trace. 

Less than one pico curie/liter. 

Less than 100 pico curies/liter. 

Less than five Jackson units. 

Less than 10 mg/1. 

Between 6.0 and 8.5. 

Less than 100 to 130 mg/1 when pH is be¬ 
tween 6.0 and 7.0. 

Less than 25 mg/1. 

Less than 100 mg/L 
Less than 30 mg/1. 

Less than 250 mg/L 
Less than 10 mg/1. 

Less than 125 mg/1. 

Varies from 1.7 mg/1 at 10* C to .8 mg 1 at 
30° C. 

Less than 1 mg/1. 

Less than plus or minus 50 mg/1 variation 
over ambient concentrations. 

Less than 0.05 mg/1. 


h. A list of constituent levels considered 
critical to the environment will be developed 
In each study for each watercourse receiving 
treated wastewater. These lists will Include a 
discussion of the derivation of each con¬ 
stituent level and environmental scan, with 
particular emphasis where levels are higher 
than those recommended In this document. 
These lists will be furnished to HQDA 
< DAEN-CWP) WASH DC 20314, prior to the 
end of Stage 2. 

i. The following seven documents were 
used as references in the development of 
paragraph 3-5. 

(1) Councfi on Environmental Quality, 
Toxic Substances, (Government Printing Of¬ 
fice: Washington, D.C.). 1971. 

(2) Council on Environmental Quality, 
Environmental Quality: The Second Annual 
Report of the Council on Environmental 


Quality, (Government Printing Office: Wash¬ 
ington, DC.) 1971. 

(3) McKee, Jack E. and Wolf. Howard W., 
Water Quality Criteria, (Resources Agency 
of California; Sacramento, Calif.), 1963. 

(4) Water Quality Criteria. (American So¬ 
ciety for Testing Materials; Philadelphia. 
JPa.), 1966. 

(5) National Technical Advisory Commit¬ 
tee on Water Quality Criteria. Water Quality 
Criteria, (Federal Water Pollution Control 
Administration: Washington, D.C.), I960. 

(6) U.S. Public Health Service. Drinking 
Water Standards, (Government Printing Of¬ 
fice: Washington. D.C.), 1962. 

(7) Weinberger, Leon W., Review of Proj¬ 
ect Technical Aspects, (Environmental Qual¬ 
ity Systems, Inc.: Washington, D.C.), Report 
Number 2, October 1971. 
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Table 3-fl .—Controlling uses requiring absence of toxic constituents 


Constituent Controlling use(s) 


Toxic effects 


Anenio.-r.™ Public water supply.. 


Btflom.—. do * 

Boron.— 


i proteins and enzymes. It is possible carcinogen In water, 
a stable precipitate or chelate with essential metabolites, 


Cadmium. 


.do.. 


Chromium.r^.-do— 

Copper..do---- 


Cyini'lM . - ; -t. . do.. 
Lwd.....~.rrr..do.. 


Mercury.....r. Fresh water aquatic 
and marine aquatic 
habitats. 


Pesticides and Public water supply, 
other syn¬ 
thetic 
organics. 


Arsenic trioxide Is exceedingly toxic to most animals. It is cumulative In 
the tissues of many organisms. In ursenAte form, it is an antimetabolite, 
reacting with | 

Barium forms a i 
causing toxicity. 

Boron is an essential element tor plants, but Is toxic to most plants in con¬ 
centrations greater than 1.0 ing/1. Ingestion of boron can upset the central 
nervous system. Continued ingestion leads to the clinical syndrome of 
borism. Borate is an antimetabolito. Synthetic boranes are highly toxic. 

Cadmium toxicities are implicated in hypertensive diseases of man. Irriga¬ 
tion water ueeds very stringent control of cadmium to insure that cumu¬ 
lative amounts in plants aro not a problem. Synergistic effects with zinc 
are a problem. Cadmium combines with cell membranes, affecting per¬ 
meability. It may cause cell membrane raptures. Cadmium may also 
lead to heart disease, and possibly cancer. 

Both chromic and chromate ions are needed by plants in small amounts 
however, at higher than trace levels, chromium ions accumulate in plant 
and animal tissues, causing toxicity. 

Copper is highly toxic to algae, seed plants, and invertebrates. It Is mod¬ 
erately toxic to mammals. Copper acts synergistieally with cadmium, 
zinc, and mercury, but is not a systemic |>oison like mercury or lead. 
Fresh water fish are also quite susceptible to copper poisoning. 

Hydrocyanic arid and its salts, the cyanides, are extremely toxic. Toxicity 
increases with rising temperatures and decreasing pH. Complex cyanides 
are formed with cadmium and zinc that aro much more toxic than the 
ordinary salts. 

There is a considerable variation in toxicity among the various forms of 
lead. However, it is a cumulative poison. Chronic lead poisoning occurred 
in animals when 0.18 mg/1 was consumed from soft water. Lead can 
combine with cellular mc-mlrranes obstructing the passage of nutrients 
and can cause bursting of the cell membrane. 

Some organic mercury compound* are able to enter the food chain of aquatic 
plants, algae, and lower forms of animals. This mcthylraercury cau be 
biologically magnified to the extent that it can cause death In humans. 
Mcthylmcrcury can destroy cells of the brain causing tremors and ulcers. 
It can accumulate In the kidneys and liver. Methyhnercury can also 
accumulate in fetuses where it can produce birth defects by breaking 
chromosomes. Trace amounts of copper can greatly Increase toxicity. 
Shellfish will accumulate very high quantities of metnylmereury. 


Phenols.. 


.do. 


Public water supply, 
irrigation waters. 


Slim. Public water supply. 

Zlnr. Public water supply 

and fresh and 
marine aquatic 
habitat. 


_ to harmless or loss harmful products. Cholinergic carbamates 
and organophosphates are highly toxic to mammals and fish. Chlorinated 
hydrocarbons may oocumuluto in animal tissue in liigh enough levels to 
proclude human consumption. Phenoxy acid herbicides are subject to 
rapid biological degradation in soil, but thoir decomposition in water 
is not woll understood. 

Phenols taint the taste and odor of drinking waters in very minute quanti¬ 
ties. Fresh water fish are affected by phenols, the result being anything 
from intoxication to paralysis to death. 

Selenium poses a special problem for mammals in that It is very easily 
transmitted through the mammary glands to the milk. Biological magni¬ 
fication in plants Is possible, up to 4 to 5 mg/1. Ingestion of the plants will 
cause toxic symptoms in animals. As little as 0.05 mg/1 of selenium in 
solution will Induce biological magnification. Cereal grains and pasture 
grasses are the most common plants to biologically magnify selenium and 
cause toxic reactions in humans and cattle. 

It Is highly toxic to plants and mammals. 

It is accumulated in coelonterates and mollnsks. Very sinull amounts of 
zinc are toxic to oysters. It has also produced toxic results in plants. 


CHAPTER 2 

Sewer System Evaluation 

3-5. Purpose. The purpose of this chapter 
is to explain the Corps of Engineers’ position 
on performing a sewer system evaluation as 
defined In 40 CFR 35.927 (38 FR 5329). 

3-6. Seioer System Evaluation Components. 
A sewer system evaluation is composed of two 
parts. The first part, an Infiltration/Inflow 
Analysis, must be performed by all Step 2 
construction grant applicants. If Infiltration/ 
Inflow is found to be excessive, the second 
pari, a Sewer System Evaluation Survey will 

bo accomplished. 


3-7. Corps of Engineers Participation in 
Sewer System Evaluation. Where requested 
by local officials, and agreed to in the Plan of 
Study, the Corps of Engineers should per¬ 
form Infiltration/Inflow Analyses as an In¬ 
tegral part of the wastewater management 
portion of an urban study. The Corps will not 
perform Sewer System Evaluation Surveys. If 
such surveys are required, the Corps will as¬ 
sist local officials making application for a 
Federal grant. The cost of an Infiltration/ 
Inflow Analysis shall be shared in the same 
Federal to non-Federal ratio as the remain¬ 
der of the wastewater management portion of 
an urban study. The local EPA Regional Of- 
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flee should be contacted for the latest tech¬ 
nical guidance. 

CHAPTER 3 

Urban Drainage 

3-8. Purpose. The purpose of this chapter 
Is to explain the Corps of Engineer’s position 
on the conduct of urban drainage studies as 
a portion of an urban study. 

3-9. Definition of Permissible Urban 
Drainage Studies, a. Planning for urban flood 
control and wastewater management requires 
studies of urban drainage systems. Runoff 
from any given tributary areas may be con¬ 
veyed through storm sewers, flood control 
works, or combinations of these two kinds of 
facilities. In addition, runoff may be treated 
to remove pollutants before discharge to re¬ 
ceiving waters. Moreover, when provision is 
made for treatment of urban runoff to meet 
water quality goals and deadlines, different 
conveyance and/or retention systems may 
be required. 

b. Although urban drainage is a functional 
water resource category whicli could be 
studied for its own sake. Corps of Engineer 
studies of urban drainage within the Urban 
Studies Program are limited to considering 
urban drainage as a part of the flood control 
major work item or as a part of the waste- 
water management major work item. Urban 
drainage planning for areas with separate 
storm sewers or without storm sewers will 
not be part of wastewater management 
planning if receiving waters will not meet the 
1983 water quality goal with BPWTT for 
POTW and BAT for Non-POTW. Urban 
drainage studies which are not an Integral 
part of flood control or wastewater manage¬ 
ment planning will not be included in an 
urban study. Urban drainage, per se, will not 
appear as a major work item. 

3-10. Cost-Sharing Applicable to permis¬ 
sible urban Drainage Studies, a. Those as¬ 
pects of urban drainage studies which are 
part of flood control planning will be fi¬ 
nanced at 100 percent Federal expense. The 
only portions of urban drainage that are 
countable for 100 percent Federal funding 
are those portions which appear In either the 
separable cost row or the Individual Joint 
study cost row of Table 2-6 under the Flood 
Control major work item. 

b. Those aspects of urban drainage studies 
which are part of waste-water management 
will be financed at the current cost-sharing 
ratio discussed in para 2-6.c.(4). The only 
portions of urban drainage that would be 
countable for cost-sharing are those portions 
which appear in either the separable study 
cost or the individual Joint study cost rows 
of Table 2-6 under the wastewater manage¬ 
ment major work item. 

c. Those aspects of urban drainage studies 
which are not a part of either flood control 
or wastewater management will not be a por¬ 
tion of the urban study. 

|FR Doc.74-15239 Filed 7-3-74:8:45 am| 
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NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Employment Standards Administration 

MINIMUM WAGES FOR FEDERAL AND 

FEDERALLY ASSISTED CONSTRUCTION 

General Wage Determination Decisions, 
Modifications and Supersedeas Decisions 

General Wage Determination 
Decisions 

General Wage Determination Decisions 
of the Secretary of Labor specify, in 
accordance with applicable law and on 
the basis of information available to the 
Department of Labor from its study of 
local wage conditions and from other 
sources, the basic hourly wage rates and 
fringe benefit payments which are deter¬ 
mined to be prevailing for the described 
classes of laborers and mechanics em¬ 
ployed in construction activity of the 
character and in the localities specified 
therein. 

The determinations in these decisions 
of such prevailing rates and fringe bene¬ 
fits have been made by authority of the 
Secretary of Labor pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of the Davis-Bacon Act of 
March 3,1931, as amended (46 Stat. 1494. 
as amended, 40 U.S.C. 276a) and of other 
Federal statutes referred to in 29 CFR 
1.1 (including the statutes listed at 36 
FR 306 following Secretary of Labor’s 
Order No. 24-70) containing provisions 
for the payment of wages which are de¬ 
pendent upon determinations by the 
Secretary of Labor under the Davis- 
Bacon Act; and pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of Part 1 of Subtitle A of Title 29 
of Code of Federal Regulations, Proce¬ 
dure for Predetermination of Wage 
Rates (37 FR 21138) and of Secretary 
of Labor s Orders 12-71 and 15-71 
(36 FR 8755, 8756). The prevailing rates 
and fringe benefits determined in these 
decisions shall, in accordance with the 
provisions of the foregoing statutes, con¬ 
stitute the minimum wages payable on 
Federal and federally assisted construc¬ 
tion projects to laborers and mechanics 
of the specified classes engaged on con¬ 
tract work of the character and in the 
localities described therein. 

Good cause is hereby found for not 
utilizing notice and public procedure 
thereon prior to the issuance of these 
determinations as prescribed in 5 U.S.C. 
553 and not providing for delay in effec¬ 
tive date as prescribed in that section, 
because the necessity to issue construc¬ 
tion industry wage determinations fre¬ 
quently and in large volume causes pro¬ 
cedures to be impractical and contrary 
to the public interest. 

General Wage Determination Deci¬ 
sions are effective from their date of 
publication in the Federal Register 
without limitation as to time and are to 
be used in accordance with the provi¬ 
sions of 29 CFR Parts 1 and 5. Accord¬ 
ingly, the applicable decision together 


with any modifications issued subsequent 
to its publication date shall be made a 
part of every contract for performance 
of the described work within the geo¬ 
graphic area indicated as required by an 
applicable Federal prevailing wage law 
and 29 CFR Part 5. The wage rates con¬ 
tained therein shall be the minimum paid 
under such contract by contractors and 
subcontractors on the work. 

Modifications and Supersedeas Deci¬ 
sions to General Wage Determination 

Decisions 

Modfications and Supersedeas Deci¬ 
sions to General Wage Determination 
Decisions are based upon information 
obtained concerning changes in prevail¬ 
ing hourly wage rates and fringe benefit 
payments since the decisions were issued. 

The determinations of prevailing rates 
and fringe benefits made in the Modifi¬ 
cations and Supersedeas Decisions have 
been made by authority of the Secretary 
of Labor pursuant to the provisions of 
the Davis-Bacon Act of March 3, 1931, 
as amended (46 Stat. 1494, as amended. 
40 U.S.C. 276a) and of other Federal 
statutes referred to in 29 CFR 1.1. (in¬ 
cluding the statutes listed at 36 FR 306 
following Secretary of Labor’s Order No. 
24-70) containing provisions for the pay¬ 
ment of wages which are dependent upon 
determination by the Secretary of Labor 
under the Davis-Bacon Act; and pursu¬ 
ant to the provisions of Part 1 of Sub¬ 
title A of Title 29 of Code of Federal 
Regulations, Procedure for Predetermi¬ 
nation of Wage Rates (37 FR 21138). 
and of Secretary of Labor’s Orders 13-71 
and 15-71 (36 FR 8755, 8756). The pre¬ 
vailing rates and fringe benefits deter¬ 
mined in foregoing General Wage 
Determination Decisions, as hereby mod¬ 
ified, and/or superseded shall, in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of the foregoing 
statutes, constitute the minimum wages 
payable on Federal and federally assisted 
construction projects to laborers and me¬ 
chanics of the specified classes engaged 
in contract work of the character and in 
the localities described therein. 

Modifications and Supersedeas Deci¬ 
sions are effective from their date of 
publication in the Federal Register 
without limitation as to time and are to 
be used in accordance with the provisions 
of 29 CFR Parts 1 and 5. 

Any person, organization, or govern¬ 
mental agency having an interest in the 
wages determined as prevailing is en¬ 
couraged to submit wage rate informa¬ 
tion for consideration by the Department. 
Further information and self-explana¬ 
tory forms for the purpose of submitting 
this data may be obtained by writing to 
the U.S. Department of Labor, Employ¬ 
ment Standards Administration, Office 
of Special Wage Standards, Division of 
Wage Determinations, Washington, D.C. 
20210. The cause for not utilizing the 


rule-making procedures described in s 
U.S.C. 553 has been set forth in the 
original General Wage Determination 
Decision. 


New General Wage Determination 
Decisions 


Florida_ 

Kentucky _ 

North Carolina 
South Carolina 


AR-4000 
AR-4O01 
AR-4002 
AR—4005 
AR-4004 
AR-4006 


Modifications to General Wage 
Determination Decisions 


The numbers of the decisions being 
modified and their dates of publication 
in the Federal Register are listed with 
each state. 


Alabama: 

AP-184. 

California: 

AQ-1094; AQ-1095__. 

Colorado: 

AQ-1115 . 

Indiana: 

AQ-3131; AQ 3132; AQ- 

3135 . 

New Jersey: 

AQ-2102 .. 

New York: 

AQ-2037 . 

AQ-2126 .. 

Oklahoma: 

AQ-96 . 

Pennsylvania: 

AQ-2042 . 

AQ-2044 .. 

AQ-2055 . 

AQ-2080 .. 

Tennessee; 

AQ—4098 . 

AQ—4119 . 

Virginia: 

AQ-2111 . 

Washington. D.C.; 

AQ-2110. 


May 4, 1973 


Mar. 22,1974 


June 21.1974 


Apr. 6, 1974 

Apr. 19,1974 

Dec. 21, 1974 
June 7. 1974 

May 10.1974 

Feb. 8. 1974 
Feb. 22.1974 
Feb. 16.1974 
Apr. 6.1974 

Apr. 12.1974 
May 31. 1974 

May 3. 1974 

Do. 


Supersedeas Decisions to General 
Wage Determination Decisions 

The numbers of the decisions being 
superseded and their dates of publication 
in the Federal Register are listed with 
each State. Supersedeas Decision num¬ 
bers are in parentheses following the 
number of the decisions being super¬ 
seded. 

Alaska: 

AP-902 and AP-903(AR- 


1000) . May 18. 1973 

Colorado: 

AQ-1097 (AR-1001) _ Apr. 12. 1974 

Pennsylvania: 

AQ-2071 (AR-2001) . Mar 8. 1974 

Tennessee : 

AQ-4011 (AR—4007) . Sept. 21. 1973 

Texas: 

AM-7705 (AR-1) . Nov. 19.1971 

AQ-104(AR-2) . Apr 12, 1974 


Signed at Washington, D.C., this 27th 
day of June, 1974. 

Ray J. Dolan. 
Assistant Administrator. 
Wage and Hour Division. 
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STATE: North Carolina COUNTY: Buncombe 

DECISION NUM35R: AR-4005 DATE: Date of Publication 

DESCRIPTION OF WORK: Building Construction (excluding single family homes 
and garden type apartments up to and including 4 stories). 
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DECISION 0AQ-3131 - Mod. 02 

(39 FR 12612 - April 5, 1974) 

Lake County, Indiana 

CHANGE: 

Power Equipment Operators: 
(Building, Sewer & Tunnel) 

Group I 

Group II 

Group III 

Group IV 

DECISION ffnC-2132 * Mod. 02 

(39 FR 12617 - April 3, 1974) 

LaPorte County, Indiana 

CHANGE: 

Power Equipment Operators: 
(Building, Sewer & Tunnel- 
South of Rt. 012 & East of 
Franklin St., Michigan City, 
Laporte County & the Remainder 
of Laporte County) 

Group I 

Group II 

Group III 

Group IV 

DECISION 0AQ-3135 - Nod. 02 

(39 FR 12628 - April 5, 1974) 

Porter County, Indiana 

CHANGE: 

Power Equipment Operators: 
(Building, Sewer & Tunnel- 
North of and South of Route 06) 
Group I 

Group II 

Group III 

Group IV 
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STATE: Tennessee COUNTIES: Anderson and Roane l-Tenn-l-x (2-2) 

DECISION NO.: AR-4007 DATE: Date of Publication 

Supersedes Decision No. AQ-4011 dated September 21, 1973 in 38 FR 26589 PAID HOLIDAYS: 

DESCRIPTION OF WORK: Building construction, (excluding single family homes and A-New Year's Day; B-Memorial Day; C-Independence Day; D-Labor Day; 

garden type apartments up to and including 4 stories). E-Thanksgiving Day; F-Christraas Day 
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(H,Hw) - See Statewide 
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WASHINGTON COUNTY 
(B,H,Hw) - See Statewide 
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(D) - See Ashland Countv MANITOWOC COUNTY SAINT CROIX COUNTY 

(Hw) - See Calumet County (D) - See Ashland County (Ilw) - See Barron Countv 

(Hw) - See Calumet County SAUK COUNTY 

(Hw) - See Columbia County 
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United States 

Government 

Manual 

“Bureaucrat’s Bible” or 

“Guerrilla Handbook"? 1973/74 Edition 

The Manual has been called the “bureaucrat's 
bible.” It has also been called a “guerrilla war¬ 
fare handbook for citizens tired of jousting with 
windmills.” 

As the United States Government Organization 
Manual, it has been a familiar aid to business¬ 
men, researchers, lawyers, and students seek¬ 
ing current information about the Federal Gov¬ 
ernment. This year, the title has been changed 
to reflect a broader emphasis on consumer- 
interest programs, although the agency organi¬ 
zation charts are still included. 

A fresh, modern format highlights a "Sources 
of Information” section for most agencies, with 
addresses and telephone numbers for obtaining 
information on: 

• Employment 

• Government contracts 

• Environmental programs 

• Small business opportunities 

• Federal publications 

• Speakers and films available to civic and edu¬ 
cational groups 

$ 4.95 

■"PER COPY 

Paperbound, with charts 



Off ICE Of THE 

federal register 

NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND 
RECOROS SERVICE 
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 


MAIL ORDER FORM To: 


Superintendent of Documents. Government Printing Office, Washington. D.C. 20402 


Enclosed find $ . (check, money order , or Supt. of Documents coupons). Please send 

me . copies of the UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT MANUAL, 1973/74, at $4.95 


per copy. (Catalog No. GS 4.109:973) (Stock No. 2203-00898) 


Name ... 

Please charge this order 

to my Deposit Account Street address .~... 

No .. City and State ... ZIP Code . 


For Us« of Supt. Does. 

.. Enclosed ... 

To bo moiled 
...latar -- 

..Subscription 
Refund ... 

Coupon refund 
Postage ... -- 





























